COWCONF. /16 (Part 11)

REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON
ON PROHI BI TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN
CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WHI CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE
EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS OR TO HAVE
I NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

FI NAL DOCUMENT

Part 1|1

DOCUMENTS AND SUMVARY RECORDS OF THE CONFERENCE

Ceneva, 1996

GE. 96- 64670 (E)



NOTE

The Final Docunent of the Review Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventi onal
Weapons Wi ch May Be Deened to be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects (Vienna, 25 Septenber to 13 Cctober 1995, Geneva, 15 to
19 January 1996 and 22 April to 3 May 1996) consists of two parts:

l. Final Report of the Conference (CCWCONF.1/16 (Part 1))

. Docurnents and sunmmary records of the Conference
(CCWQOONF. |/ 16(Part 11))



PART | |

DOCUMENTS AND SUMVARY RECCRDS OF THE CONFERENCE*

CONTENTS
Page

1. List of docurments . . . . . . . . . . . . . L L. 4
2. CCW CONF. 1/ 1-15 e e e e e 11
3. CCWCONF. I /WP. 1/ Rev. 1, WP.3 and WP. 4/ Rev. 1 C e e e 183
4. CCWCQONF. I /CRP. 1-5 and 7-20/ Rev. 1 e e e 214
5. CCWCOONF. I/MC 1/1 (Main Committee 1) G e e e 281
6. CCWCQONF. 1/DC 1 (Drafting Committee) C e e e 283
7. COWCONF. I /CC 1 (Credentials Conmittee) C e e 284
8. Summary records of the 1st to 8th meetings

(MVienna 25 Septenber - 13 Cctober 1995) C e e 287
9. Summary records of the 9th and 10t h neetings

(Geneva, 15-19 January 1996) e e 393
10. Summary records of the 11lth to 14th neetings

(Geneva, 22 April - 3 May 1996) . . . . . . . . . ... ... 406
11. Summary records of the 9th to 14th neetings -

Corrigendum . . . . . . . . . L L L L. 458
12. Lists of participants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 461

*Note: The follow ng docunents are not produced here:

(a) Docunent CCW CONF. |/ WP. 2/ Add. 1 was issued in English only during
the first phase of the Review Conference in Vienna.

(b) Wr ki ng papers and conference room papers of the three Miin
Comm tt ees.

(c) Docurment CCW CONF. | / CRP. 6 was subsequently issued as docunent
CCW CONF. | / 11.

(d) I nformati on docunments except the lists of participants for the
three phases of the Review Conference.



CCW CONF. |/ 2

CCW CONF. I/ 3

CCW CONF. | / 4**

CCW CONF. |/ 5

CCW CONF. | / 6*

CCOW CONF. I/ 7

CCW CONF. |/ 8/ Rev. 1

Li st of docunents

Title or description

Final Report of the Goup of Covernmnental
Experts to prepare the Revi ew Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects

Provi si onal agenda

Letter dated 27 Septenber 1995 from

H E Ana Marija BeSker, Permanent
Representative of the Republic of Groatia to
the United Nations and International

O gani zations at Vienna, addressed to the
Presi dent of the Review Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects

Report of Main Conmittee 111

Not e verbal e dated 6 Cctober 1995 fromthe

Per manent Representative of the Republic of
Bosni a and Herzegovina to the United Nations
addressed to the Secretary-CGeneral of the

Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons

Report of the Credentials Committee

Addi ti onal Protocol to the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects - Protocol on Blinding
Laser Wapons (Protocol 1V)

InterimReport of the Review Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects



CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

/9

/10

/11

/12

/13

I/14/ Rev. 1

/15

[/WP. 1/ Rev. 1

[/WpP. 2/ Add. 1

[/ WpP. 3

[/WP. 4/ Rev. 1

[/CRP. 1

Not e verbal e dated 25 Cctober 1995 fromthe
Per manent M ssion of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia to the United Nations Ofice and
other International O ganizations in CGeneva

Estimated costs of the resumed sessions of the
Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch
May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have I ndiscrimnate Effects

InterimReport of the resunmed session of the
Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch
May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscrimnate Effects

Docurent submtted by China on “Mratorium on
the export of anti-personnel |andm nes”

Docurent submtted by OGroatia on “Mratoriumon
the use, production, stockpiling, inport and
export of anti-personnel |andm nes, booby-traps
and renotel y-delivered anti-personnel m nes”

Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of M nes, Booby-Traps and Ot her Devices as
amended on 3 May 1996 (Protocol 11 as anended
on 3 May 1996) annexed to the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Wapons Wich May Be
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects

Letter dated 3 May 1996, submitted by the
Per manent Representative of the Republic of
Bulgaria to the United Nati ons at Geneva
Main Committee | - Draft Final Declaration
Main Committee Il - Wrking docunents

Conpi | ation of proposals related to the
President's text in CCWCONF. |/ WP. 4

President's text
Speci fications on Detectability (for Technical

Annex), proposal submtted by the
Uni ted Ki ngdom



CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

I/ CRP.

2*

6*

9/ Rev. 1

10*

11~

12

13

14

15

16

17

Article 2, proposal subnitted by Wkraine

Article 3 of the Technical Annex, proposal
submtted by Wkraine

Techni cal annex, proposal submtted by France,
Russi an Federation, United Ki ngdom and
United States

Anti-handl i ng devices: background paper
submtted by the Netherlands del egation

Draft InterimReport of the resuned session of

the Review Conference of the States Parties to
the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions

on the Use of Certain Conventional Veapons

Whi ch May Be Deenmed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects

Proposed changes to Article 14 of the
President's text on conpliance with this
Protocol, submtted by the United Ki ngdom

Article 13, paragraph 4, proposal submtted by
Ger many

Conpl i ance Annex, proposal submitted by the
United States

Article 12 - Protection fromthe effects of

m nefields, mned areas, m nes, booby-traps and
ot her devices, proposal submtted by India and
the United Ki ngdom

Techni cal Annex, proposal subnmtted by Canada

Techni cal Annex, proposal submtted by France

PROTOCCCL |1, President's paper on Articles 2-10
and Techni cal Annex

Techni cal Annex, proposal submtted by Bel gi um

Article 11 - Technol ogi cal cooperation and
assi st ance

Article 13 - Consultations of H gh Contracting
Parties

Article 14 - Conpliance with this Protocol



CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

I/ CRP. 18

I/ CRP. 19

I/ CRP. 20/ Rev. 1

[/M/1

[/MIT/WP. 1

[/ M1/ WP. 2

[/ M1/ WP. 3

[/ M1/ WP. 4

[/MII/WP. 4/ 1

[/ M1/ WP. 4/ 2

[/ M1/ WP. 4/ 2/ Add. 1

Article 12 - Protection fromthe effects of
m nefi el ds, mned areas, m nes, booby-traps and
ot her devices

Revi sed President's text on Protocol |l and
Techni cal Annex

Draft Final Report of the Review Conference

Maiin Committee |

Report of Main Conmmittee |

Main Committee |1

Article 2: Definitions, working paper
subnmitted by the Russian Federation

Article 6 ter: Transfers, working paper
subnmitted by the Russian Federation

Introductory statement for an additional
paragraph in Article 4, working paper submtted
by Australia

Chairman's Rolling Text (revised, after first
readi ng) (Articles 1-12 and Techni cal Annex),
informally submtted in English only for
negoti ati ng purposes

I nformal paper nunber one, submtted by the
Chairman (Article 1)

I nformal paper nunber two, submtted by the
Chairman (Article 2 and proposals by Cuba,
Russi an Federation, India, South Africa and
Austria; Technical Annex and proposals by
Ireland, Slovakia, India and the United States
of Anerica)

Chairman's Draft Paper (Article 2 and
proposal s by Cuba, Russian Federation, India,
South Africa and Austria; Technical Annex and
proposal s by Ireland, Slovakia, India and the
United States of Anerica)



CCWQCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4] 3 I nformal paper nunber three, submitted by the
Chairman (Article 3 and proposal s by Bel gi um
International Coomittee of the Red O oss,
India, Israel and UNICEF;, Article 4 and
proposal s by Sweden, International Conmttee of
the Red O oss, Israel and Australia; Article 5
and proposal s by Cuba, Pakistan, India and
China; Article 5 bis and proposals by India and

Italy)

CCW CONF. I/ MO 1/ WP. 4/ 3/ Add. 1 Chairman's Draft Paper (Articles 3, 4, 5 and 6)
and Rev.1

CCWCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4] 4 I nformal paper nunber four, submtted by the
Chairman (Article 6 bis and proposal by Chile;
Article 6 ter and proposals by China, Russian
Federation, India, Slovakia and Chile)

CCW CONF. I/ MO 1/ WP. 4/ 4/ Add. 1 Chairman's Draft Paper (Articles 6 bis and ter)
and Rev.1 and 2

CCWQCONF. I /M I/ WP. 4]/ 5 I nformal paper nunber five, submtted by the
Chairman (Article 7 and proposal by China;
Article 8 and proposal by the United Ki ngdom of
Geat Britain and Northern Ireland and
Article 9)

CCW CONF. I/ MO 1/ WP. 4/ 5/ Add. 1 Chairman's Draft Paper (Articles 7, 8 and 9)
and Rev.1

CCWQCONF. I/ M|/ WP. 4] 6 I nformal paper nunber six, submtted by the
Chairman (Article 9 bis and proposals submtted
by Japan, Ecuador and Mexi co)

CCW CONF. I/ MO |/ WP. 4/ 6/ Add. 1 Chairman's Draft Paper (Article 9 bis)

CCWCQCONF. I /M T/ WP. 4] 7 I nformal paper nunber seven, subnmitted by the
Chairman (Alternative A, B and C
Articles 10, 11 and 12 and proposal s by Quba,
Japan and proposal by the Chairman)

CCWQCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4/ 8 Decl aratory | anguage rel ating to | andm nes
(Article 3, para. 10, and proposals by Chile
and the United States of America)

CCOW CONF. I /MO I/ WP. 5 Protocol II, Article 6 ter: Transfers, working
paper subnitted by Australia, Canada, Chile,
Coatia, Denmark, Cermany, Ireland, Japan,
the Net herl ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Pol and,
South Africa, Sweden, Switzerland and Wkraine



CCW CONF. I /MO I/ WP. 6 Proposal concerning the organi zati on of m ne
cl earance, submtted by Wkraine

COWCONF. I /MO T/ WP. 7 Proposal s concerning the participation of
Wkrai ne in mne clearance, submtted by Wkraine

CCWQCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 8 On the establishment by Wkraine of a nmoratorium
on the export of anti-personnel m nes,
submtted by Wkraine

Main Committee |11

COWCQONF. I /M T T/ Wp. 1 Bl i ndi ng weapons under the |aws on armed
conflict, working paper subnitted by
t he Net herl ands

COWCONF. I /M T T/ WP. 2 Protocol on |aser weapons and blinding |aser
beans, working paper submtted by Austria

CCWQOONF. I /M T/ WP. 3 Laser protocol, working paper submtted by the
United States of America

CCOWCONF. I /MO 1/ WP. 4/ Rev. 2 Paper by the Chairman - Protocol |V

CCWQOONF. I /M T/ WP. 5 Draft report of Main Commttee |11

Drafting Committee

CCW CONF. 1/ DT 1 Report of the Drafting Commttee (2nd resuned
sessi on)

Cedentials Committee

CCWCONF. 1/ Cd 1 Report of the Credentials Committee (2nd
resumed session)

Sunmary Recor ds

CCWCOONF. I/ SR 1-8 Summary records of the 1st to 8th neetings
(Vienna, 25 Septenber - 13 Cctober 1995)

CCW CONF. 1/ SR 9-10 Summary records of the 9th and 10th neetings
(CGeneva, first resumed session
15-19 January 1996)

CCW CONF. I / SR 11-14 and Add. 1 Summary records of the 11lth to 14th neetings
(CGeneva, second resuned session

22 April - 3 May 1996)
CCW CONF. 1/ SR 9- 14/ Add. 1/ Sunmmary records of the 9th to 14th neetings -
Corri gendum Cor ri gendum



CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

[/1NF 1

[/INF. 2/ Rev. 1

[/INF.3 and Add. 1-3

[/INF. 4

[ /1 NF. 6

[/INF.5/ Rev. 1

[/INF. 7

[/1NF. 8

[/1NF.9

| nf ormati on Docunent s

Information for participants

Proposed progranmme of work

List of States parties and signatories
List of offices and tel ephone nunbers
List of offices and tel ephone nunbers

Lists of participants

List of participants (Vienna, 25 Septenber to
13 Qctober 1995)

Provi sional List of Participants

List of Participants (Geneva, first resumed
session 15-19 January 1996)

Li st of Participants (CGeneva, second resuned
session 22 April - 3 May 1996)



CCW CONF. | / GE/ 23

page 1
REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES COW OONF. 1/ 1
TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 10 July 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL .
WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY Giginal: ENGISH

INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

FI NAL REPCRT OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS TO PREPARE
THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON
ON PRCH BI TIONS CR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE O CERTAI N
CONVENTI ONAL VEAPONS WWH CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY

I NJUR QUS OR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

1. The G oup of Governmental Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of
the States parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, held its fourth session at the
Pal ai s des Nations, Geneva, from9 to 20 January 1995, in accordance with the
decision taken at its third session. The Goup held 16 plenary neetings
during that period under the Chairnanship of Anbassador Johan Mol ander of
Sweden. M. C Narain of India and M. Peter Poptchev of Bul garia continued
to serve as Vice-Chairnmen of the Goup. M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy D rector
of the Centre for D sarmanent Affairs, Department of Political Affairs,
continued to serve as Secretary of the G oup.

2. At the fourth session of the Goup of Governnmental Experts, the
following States parties to the Convention participated in the work of the
QGoup: Australia, Austria, Bulgaria, Canada, China, Ooatia, Quba, Cyprus,
Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, G eece, Hungary, India,
Japan, Latvia, Mexico, the Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, Pakistan, Pol and,
the Russian Federation, Sl ovakia, S ovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and
kraine. The following States non-parties to the Convention also partici pated
in the work of the Goup as observers: Afghanistan, A geria, Angola,
Argentina, Belgium Brazil, Canbodia, Chile, Colonbia, Ethiopia, Iran (Islamc
Republic of), Ireland, Israel, Italy, Kenya, Kuwait, N caragua, Peru,

Portugal , the Republic of Korea, Romania, South Africa, the Syrian Arab
Republic, Turkey, the United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern Irel and and
the United States of Arerica. The International Commttee of the Red O oss
took part in the work of the Goup, pursuant to the invitation issued by the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, the Depositary of the Convention.

The United Nations Departnent of Humanitarian Affairs, the Ofice of the
United Nations H gh Conm ssioner for Refugees and the United Nations
Children's Fund al so took part in the work of the Group as observers.
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3. The G oup continued to concentrate its efforts on agenda item 10
entitled “Consideration of proposals for and preparation of amendnents to
Protocol Il of the Convention and the adoption of the report of the G oup of
Experts for submission to the States parties”. At the sane tinme, the Goup

al so decided to keep open agenda item9 entitled “CGeneral exchange of views”,
so that the substantive consideration of the issues before the Goup could
benefit fromsuch an exchange of views. 1In this connection, a |arge nunber of
del egations participated in the exchange of views.

4. In the course of its consideration of agenda item 10 regardi ng
anmendnents to Protocol Il to the Convention, the Goup had before it the
foll owi ng docunents:

(1) CCWCOONF. I /GEH/ 3 - “Draft amended protocol on prohibitions or
restrictions on the use of mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices
(Protocol 11)” submitted by France;

(2) CCWCOON. I /G 5 - “Summary of negotiations |eading to the
concl usi on of the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich May Be Deened to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects and of
subsequent devel opnents related to the Convention” prepared by the
Secretariat;

(3) CCWCQOONF. I/ GE/ 6 - “The rationale for amendi ng and the ways and

nmeans of inproving Protocol Il of the Convention as well as the
mlitary and humani tarian perspectives concerning the anendment of
Protocol Il of the Convention” prepared by the International

Committee of the Red Cross;

(4) CCWQCONF. I/ &G/ 7 - Communi cation received fromthe Republic of
Argentina on a Moratorium

(5) CCWCONF. |/ G2/ 10 - Proposal by Sweden on Article 6;

(6) CCWQCONF. |/ G2/ 13 - A speech by the Deputy Mnister of Defence of
South Africa;

(7 CCWCONF. |/ G/ 18 - “Commi ssion of States parties” proposed by the
Russi an Federati on;

(8) CCWCQOONF. I/ &/ 19 - Oficial communication received fromlsrael;

(9) CCWCOONF. I/ GE/ 20 - “Prohibitions and restrictions” proposed by the
Russi an Federati on;

(10) CCOWCONF. I/GE/CRP.2 - “Chairman's Rolling Text” prepared by the
Chai r man;
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COWCQOONF. | /GE/ CRP. 2/ Rev.1 - “Chairman's Rolling Text” prepared by
t he Chai rnan;

CCWQCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 5 - “Non-paper on the scope of application”
subnmitted by Gernany;

CCWQONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 6 - “Non-paper on definitions” subnitted by
Cer many;

CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 7 - “The question of mnes in the Review
Conference of the Conventional Wapons Convention: discussion
paper” submtted by the Netherl ands;

CCWQCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 8 - “Non-paper on the structure of clusters 3
(restrictions and prohibitions) and 4 (verification)” submtted by
Cer many;

CCOWCONF. | / G/ CRP. 9 - “Non-paper on cluster 3 (prohibitions and
restrictions)” submtted by CGernany;

CCWCQOONF. I /GE/ CRP. 10 - “Article 4 - Specific restrictions on the
use of mnes, booby-traps and other devices” submtted by Denmark
and the United States;

COWOONF. | /GH/ CRP. 10/ Rev. 1 - “Article 4 - Specific restrictions on
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Denmark and the United States;

CCWCOONF. | /GE/CRP. 11 - “Protocol Il - New Article - Transfers”
subnmitted by Australi a;
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Transfers” submtted by Australia, the Netherlands and Sweden;

CCWCQONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 12 - “Main Convention - New Article - Gave
Breaches” submtted by Australia and Sweden;

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 13 - “Main Convention - New Article -
I npl ementati on Procedures; Protocol Il - New Article -
Verification Comm ssion” proposed by Australia;

CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 14 - “Working Paper” presented by Bul gari a;
CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 17 - “Non- paper on the Technical Annex to the

Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of M nes,
Booby-traps and Gt her Devices (Protocol I1)” submtted by Gernmany;



CCW CONF. | / G/ 23

page 4

COW CONF. /1

page 4

(25)
(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)

(37)

(38)

CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 18 - “Article 8" proposed by Austri a;
CCWCONF. |/ GE/CRP. 19 - “Article 3" subnitted by Mexico;

CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 20 - “Protocol 11 - New Article - Reports”
subnmitted by Australi a;

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 21 - “Discussion paper - Scope” subnitted by
Australia on behalf of a Contact G oup;

CCW CONF. | / G/ CRP. 22 - “Non-paper on definitions” subnitted by
I ndia on behal f of the Consultati on G oup of Experts;

CCW CONF. | / G/ CRP. 23 - “Di scussion paper on booby-traps and ot her
devi ces” submtted by Australi a;

CCOWCONF. | / GH/ CRP. 24 - “Proposals on prohibitions and
restrictions” submtted by the International Commttee of the
Red O oss;

CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 25 - “Verification and Conpliance” proposed by
France and Ger many;

CCOW CONF. | / GH/ CRP. 26 - “Technical Annex to Protocol 11”7 Wrking
paper subnmitted by France;

CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 27 - “Verification and Conpliance” proposed by
Fi nl and;

CCWQCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 29 - “Protocol on anti-personnel |andm nes”
proposed by Estoni a;

COWOONF. | /GH/ CRP. 31 - “New Article 9 A - Provisioning of

Techni cal Assistance to the States parties” - proposed by

Paki stan, co-sponsored by China, Cuba and Iran (Islamc Republic
of);

CCOWCOONF. | / G/ CRP. 32 and Corr.1 (English only) - “Verification and
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of ) and Paki st an;

CCOW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 33 - “Proposal on Article 9 - Technol ogi cal
cooperation and assistance” submtted by Quba, Iran (Islamc
Republic of) and Paki st an;



(39)

(40)

(41)

(42)

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

(48)

(49)

(50)

CCOW CONF. | / CGE. 23
page 5

COWCOONF. 1/1
page 5
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proposed by the del egation of the United Ki ngdom

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 43 - “Proposal
the del egations of Denmark, Finland, France, Cernany,
Uni ted Ki ngdom and the United States;

I, Article 8, paragraph 3"

Committee of the Red O oss;

I, Article 2, paragraph 1"

for a new Article 4" submtted by

CCWCOONF. | / GE/ CRP. 44 - “Proposals regarding the Chairnman's rolling
non- paper submtted by Wkraine;

text (COWCONF.|/GE 21)”,

CCWQCONF. | / G2/ CRP. 46 - “Establishment by the Russian Federation of
a noratoriumon exports of anti-personnel mnes” submtted by the

Russi an Federation;

- 15 -
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(51) CCOWOONF.I/CGH CRP.47 - “Proposal s regardi ng Appendi x |
(Articles 10, 11, 12) submtted by Wkraine;

(52) CCOWCONF.I/CGE/ CRP.48 - “Article 8 (draft)” proposal by Pol and;

(53) CCWCONF. I/CGE CRP.49 - “Article 10 - Verification Comm ssion”
proposal by Australia, Canada, France, Germany, New Zeal and,
Norway and the United States;

(54) CCWCONF. I/ G CRP.50 - “Proposal for new text regarding Article 9
on Technol ogy Cooperation and Assistance” submtted by Bel gi um
Denmark, Geece, the Netherlands, Switzerland and the
United States;

(55) COWOONF.1/CGE CRP.51 - “Article 10 - Conpliance Mnitoring” joint
proposal submtted by China, CQuba, India, Iran and Paki stan;

(56) CCWCONF.I/GE/ CRP.52 - “Protocol 11, Article 1 - Scope of
Application” Proposal subnitted by Dennark;

(57) CCWCONF.I/CGE/ CRP.56 - “Article 8 proposed draft by Australi a,
Austria, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Ireland, New Zeal and, Pol and
and the United Ki ngdom

(58) CCWCONF.I/GE CRP.57 - “Article 1 - Scope of Application” proposal
by India;

In addition, a |arge nunber of informal working papers were submtted by
del egations or prepared by the Secretariat during the course of deliberations
on the subject.

5. The G oup continued to consider various proposals to amend Protocol 11
to the Convention regarding prohibitions and restrictions on nines,
booby-traps and ot her devices on the basis of the revised rolling text
submtted by the Chairman (COWCONF. |/ GH 21/ Annex). Upon the proposal of the
Chai rman, the Group agreed again to set up various working groups to deal with
the subject within the framework of the follow ng clusters of issues:

(1) scope of application; (2) definitions; (3) prohibitions and restrictions;
and (4) verification, fact-finding and conpliance.

6. Wrking Goup I on “Prohibitions and Restrictions” and Techni cal
Mlitary Experts Group on “Definitions and the Techni cal Annexes” held 10
and 2 neetings respectively under the Chairmanship of M. C Narain of India
from10 to 19 January, assisted by M. Lin Kuo-Chung of the Centre for

Di sarmanment Affairs. Wrking Goup | concentrated its efforts on

del i berations and negoti ati ons concerni ng anendnents to Articles 3-7 and 9
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as well as possible new articles to the Protocol. The Technical Mlitary
Experts Goup devoted its efforts to Article 2 and Techni cal Annexes to
Protocol 1. Various proposals were submtted and considered in the course of

those del i berations and negotiations. During this period, the Chairman of the
Wrking Goup al so conducted infornmal consultations on those issues. The
result of the work of the Goup is contained in the Chairnman's Rolling Text
(Annex I).

7. Wrking Goup Il on “Verification, fact-finding and conpliance” held
four meetings under the Chairmanshi p of Anbassador Johan Ml ander, Chairnan of
the G oup of Experts, assisted by M. Sohrab Kheradi, Secretary of the Goup
of Experts. The Wrking Goup had extensive discussions on all aspects
relating to the question of a possible verification system fact-finding

m ssi ons and neasures of conpliance with a viewto el aborating possible new
articles to be added to Protocol Il. In the course of the deliberations a
nunber of proposals were put forward and intensive informal consultations were
conducted by the Chairman. There was no consensus on the issue, as reflected
inthe alternative proposals contained in the Chairman's Rolling Text.

8. Wrking Goup Il on “Scope of application”, “Transfers of nm nes” and
“Technol ogi cal cooperation and assistance in mne clearance and i npl enentation
of Protocol I1”, held five fornal and several infornal neetings and

consul tations under the chairnmanship of M. Peter Poptchev of Bulgaria from
10 to 18 January, assisted by M. Francesco Cottafavi of the Centre for

Di sarmanment Affairs. The Wrking Goup concentrated its efforts on anendments
to Articles 1 and 9 bis, as well as on possible new Articles to the Protocol.
The result of the work of the Goup is contained in the Chairnman's Rolling
Text .

9. O the basis of the deliberations in the various working groups, the

QG oup of CGovernnental Experts, upon the proposal of the Chairman, agreed to

el aborate an integrated draft text of amendments to Protocol Il in the plenary
nmeetings during the period of 19 to 20 January. The revised and integrated
draft text of amendnments to Protocol Il of the Convention is contained in the
Chairman's Rol ling Text.

10. On 17 January 1995, the G oup of Governnental Experts considered agenda
item11 entitled “Consideration of other proposals relating to the Convention
and its existing or future Protocols”. A substantial discussion was held on

t he possi bl e wording of the draft Protocol on blinding weapons (Annex Il) and
statenents were nade on how to pursue further discussions on naval mnes and
smal | calibre weapon systens. A proposal on the periodicity of Review
Conferences was al so introduced, as reflected in Appendix Il of the Chairman's



CCW CONF. | / GE. 23

page 8
CCWCONF. 1/1
page 8
Rol I'i ng Text,

where previous proposals pertaining to the main Convention had

al ready been included. The Goup had before it for its consideration, the
fol | owi ng docunents under agenda item 11:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

CCWQCONF. | / G2/ 9 - Background documentation entitled “The rati onal e
for considering other proposals relating to the convention and to
its existing or future protocols” prepared by the International
Commttee of the Red Cross;

CCWCQONF. I/ &E/ 11 - “Draft Protocol on Blinding Wapons” -
subnmitted by Sweden;

CCWCQONF. I/ &E/ 12 - “Draft Protocol on Naval Mnes” submtted by
Sweden;

CCWCOONF. |/ GH/ 14 and Corr.1 - “Blinding weapons: explanatory
menorandumto the proposal for a prohibition” submtted by Sweden;

CCWQOONF. I /G 15 - “Smal |l calibre weapon system Assistance in
Wund Bal |l istics Research and Testing” submtted by Switzerl and;

CCOWOONF. |/ GE/ 16 - “Draft Protocol on small calibre weapon
systens” submtted by Switzerl and;

COWCOONF/ I/ G/ CRP. 15 - “Convention - Article 5 - Entry into Force;
Article 9 - Denunciation and Protocol Il - Article 6 - Prohibition
on the use of certain mnes” submtted by the Russian Federation;

CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 28 - “Draft Protocol on blindi ng weapons”
subnmitted by the International Committee of the Red O oss;

CCWOONF. | /GE/CRP.30 - “Draft Protocol on naval m nes” submtted
by France;

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 45 - “Various proposal s on blinding weapons”
Non- paper subm tted by Sweden;

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 55 - “Proposed Amendnment to Article 8 of the
Convention” submtted by New Zeal and, Ireland, Australia and
Sweden;

11. On 20 January 1995, the Goup further considered agenda item 12
regardi ng organi zati onal matters for the Revi ew Conference and took the
fol l owi ng deci si ons:
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(a) Ohitem12 (a) regarding the date and duration of the Review
Conference, the Goup decided to hold the Conference in Vienna from
25 Septenber to 13 CQctober 1995;

(b) Onhitem12 (b) regarding the draft rules of procedure for the
Conference, the Goup approved the draft rules of procedure as contained in
docunent CCW CONF. | / G/ CRP. 53/ Rev. 1 as anended (Annex I11) and reconmmrended it
for adoption by the Conference;

(c) Oh item12 (c) regarding the provisional agenda for the
Conference, the Goup approved the draft provisional agenda for the Review
Conference as contained in docunment CCW CONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 54/ Rev. 1 (Annex 1V) and
recomrended it for adoption by the Conference;

(d) Oh item12 (e) regarding the financial arrangements for the
Conference the Goup adopted the estimated costs for the Review Conference as
contai ned in docunent CCWCONF. 1/ GE/ 22/Rev.1. In order to enable in
particul ar devel oping mne-stricken countries to participate in the Review
Conference, the Goup invited States parties to consider providing financial
assi stance to those countries for that purpose;

(e) On item 12 (h) regardi ng background docunentation for the Review
Conference, the Goup decided not to request any further background
docunentation for the Conference;

(f) Ohitem12 (i) regarding the term“Final Document(s)”, for the
Revi ew Conference, the G oup decided to use the term“F nal Docunments” in
connection with the work of the Conference;

(9) Ohitem12 (j) regarding the appointment of a provisional
Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference, the Goup decided to invite the
Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations to nomnate a provisional
Secretary-CGeneral of the Review Conference, in consultation with the States
parties, in order to carry out various tasks during the period begi nning now
until the convening of the Conference, the nomnee to be confirmed by the
Revi ew Conference. The G oup al so decided to request its Chairman to convey
the wish of the States parties to the appropriate United Nations authorities
that M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of the Centre for D sarmament Affairs
and Secretary of the Goup of Governnmental Experts, be appointed as
provi si onal Secretary-Ceneral of the Review Conference, with the understandi ng
that his nom nation woul d be confirned by the Revi ew Conference.

12. At its final neeting on 20 January 1995, the Goup of Covernnental
Experts unani nously decided to nom nate Anbassador Johan Ml ander (Sweden),
the present Chairman of the G oup as the President of the Review Conference.
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13. The progress reports of the previous three sessions of the Goup of

Covernnental Experts (CCWCONF. 1/ GE 4, CCWOONF. |/ GE/ 8, CCWCONF. I/ GE/ 21) are
annexed to this Final Report for the consideration of the Review Conference
(Annex V).

14. At its final plenary neeting, on 20 January 1995, the G oup of Experts
consi dered and adopted its draft progress report for the fourth session, as
contai ned in docunent CCW CONF. |/ GE CRP.58, as orally amended, which is to be
i ssued as document CCW CONF. |/ CGE. 23.
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ANNEX |
Chairman's Rol I i ng Text
Aticle 1
[Material] Scope of Application
ALTERNATI VE A
[1. This Protocol relates to the use on | and of the mi nes, booby-traps and

ot her devices defined herein including mnes laid to interdi ct beaches,
wat erway crossings or river crossings, but does not apply to the use of
anti-ship mnes at sea or in inland waterways.

2. Wth the main purpose of protecting the civilian popul ation, this
Protocol shall apply in all circunstances including arnmed conflict and tines
of peace.

3. Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked as affecting the purposes and
principles contained in the United Nations Charter.

4, The application of the provisions of this Protocol to or by parties to a
conflict which are not States parties shall not change their legal status or
the legal status of a disputed territory, either explicitly or inplicitly.]

ALTERNATI VE B:

[This Protocol relates to the use on |and of the m nes, booby-traps and
ot her devices defined herein including mnes laid to interdi ct beaches,
wat erway crossings or river crossings, but does not apply to the use of
anti-ship mnes at sea or in inland waterways.

2. This Protocol shall apply to situations referred to in Articles 2 and 3
and common to the CGeneva Convention of 12 August 1949. This Protocol shal

not apply to situations of internal disturbances and tensions, such as riots,
i sol ated and sporadic acts of violence and other acts of a simlar nature, as
not being arnmed conflicts.

3. In case of conflicts referred to in paragraph 2 above that take place in
the territory of a Hgh Contracting Party that has accepted this Protocol, the
di ssident arnmed groups in its territory shall be autonatically bound to apply
the prohibitions and restrictions of this Protocol on the sane basis.
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4, Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked for the purpose of affecting
the sovereignty of a State or the responsibility of the governnent, by al
legitinmate nmeans, to maintain or re-establish law and order in the State or to
defend the national unity and territorial integrity of the State.

5. Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked as a justification for
intervening, directly or indirectly, for any reason whatever, in the arned
conflict or in the internal or external affairs of the H gh Contracting Party
inthe territory of which that conflict occurs.

6. The application of the provisions of this Protocol to Parties to a
conflict which are not Hgh Contracting Parties that have accepted this
Protocol shall not change their |egal status or the legal status of a disputed
territory, either explicitly or inplicitly.]

Article 2
Definitions
For the purpose of this protocol

1. “Mne” means a nunition placed under, on or near the ground or other
surface area and designed to be expl oded by the presence, proximty or contact
of a person or vehicle.
2. ["Renot el y-delivered mine”] nmeans a mne not directly enplaced but
delivered by artillery, mssile, rocket, nortar, or simlar nmeans, or dropped

froman aircraft. [Mnes delivered froma | and-based systemfromless than
500 netres are not considered to be “renotely delivered.]

3. “Anti-personnel mne” nmeans a mne [designed to be] exploded by the
presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will incapacitate, injure
or kill one or nore persons.

4, “Booby-trap” neans any device or nmaterial which is designed,
constructed, or adapted to kill or injure, and which functions unexpectedly

when a person disturbs or approaches an apparently harm ess object or perforns
an apparently safe act.

5. “CQt her devices” neans nmanual |y enpl aced nunitions and devi ces desi gned
to kill, injure or damage and which are actuated [by renote control or]
automatically after a |apse of tine.
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6. “Mlitary objective” means, so far as objects are concerned, any object

which by its nature, |ocation, purpose or use nakes an effective contribution
to mlitary action and whose total or partial destruction, capture or
neutralization, in the circunstances ruling at the tinme, offers a definite
mlitary advantage.

7. “Gvilian objects” are all objects which are not mlitary objectives as
defined in paragraph 6.

8. “Mnefield” is a defined area in which mnes have been enpl aced and
“Mned area” is an area which is dangerous due to the presence [or suspected
presence] of m nes.

9. “Recordi ng” means a physical, adm nistrative and technical operation
designed to obtain, for the purpose of registration in the official records,
all available information facilitating the [ocation of mnefields, mned
areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices.

10. “Sel f destructing mechani snf means an incorporated automatically
functioni ng mechani smwhi ch secures the destruction of a nmunition

11. “Sel f neutralizing mechani snf means an incorporated autonatically
functioni ng nechani smwhich renders a nunition inoperable.

[12. “Self deactivating” neans autonatically rendering a nunition inoperable
by means of the irreversible exhaustion of a conponent that is essential to
the operation of the nunition.]

[13. “Renote control” neans a control by commands from a di stance. ]

[14. “Anti-handling device” means a device by which a mne will expl ode when
an attenpt is nmade to renove, neutralize or destroy the nine.]

or ["Anti-handling device” neans a device to protect a nunition against
renoval . ]

Article 3

Ceneral restrictions on the use of mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices

1. The Article applies to:
(a) m nes;
(b) booby-traps; and

(c) ot her devi ces.



CCW CONF. | / &/ 23
page 14

CCWCONF. 1/1
page 14

2. Each State party or party to a conflict is, in accordance with the

provi sions of this Protocol, responsible for all mnes, booby-traps, and other
devi ces enployed by it and undertakes to clear, renove or destroy them as
specified in Article 9 of this Protocol.

3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to use any [mne,] booby-trap or
ot her device which is designed to cause superfluous injury or unnecessary
suffering.

4, [All weapons] to which this Article applies shall neet the relevant
standards [for arned period, reliability, [detectability,] design and
construction] as specified in the Techni cal Annex.

5. It is prohibited in all circunstances to direct weapons to which this
Article applies, either in offence, defence or by way of reprisals, against
the civilian popul ation as such or agai nst individual civilians.

6. The indiscrimnate use of weapons to which this Article applies is
prohibited. Indiscrimnate use is any placenent of such weapons:

(a) which is not on, or directed against, a mlitary objective; or

(b) whi ch enpl oys a method or means of delivery which cannot be
directed at a specific mlitary objective; or

(c) whi ch may be expected to cause incidental loss of civilian life,
injury to civilians, danage to civilian objects, or a conbination thereof,
whi ch woul d be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct mlitary
advant age anti ci pat ed.

[7. Several clearly separated and distinct mlitary objectives located in a
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians or civilian objects cannot be treated as a single mlitary

obj ecti ve. ]

8. Al feasible precautions shall be taken to protect civilians fromthe
effects of weapons to which this Article applies. Feasible precautions are
those precautions which are practicable or practically possible taking into
account all circunstances ruling at the tine, including humanitarian and
mlitary considerations. These circunstances include, but are not limted to:

(a) the short and long termeffect of |andm nes upon the | ocal
civilian popul ation for the duration of the mnefield
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(b) possi bl e measures to protect civilians (e.g., fencing, signs,
war ni ng and noni toring);
(c) the availability and feasibility of using alternatives; and
(d) the short and long-termmlitary requirenents for a mnefield.
9. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any enpl acenent of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices which may affect the civilian popul ati on, unless
ci rcunstances do not permt.
[10. Restrictions and prohibitions in this Protocol shall facilitate the
ultinmate goal of a conplete ban on the production, stockpiling, use and trade
of anti-personnel |andm nes.]

Article 4

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel mnes other than
[renmotely delivered mnes,] [booby-traps] and other devices

1. This Article applies to:
(a) Anti-personnel mnes other than [renotely delivered m nes];
(b) [ booby-traps;] and
(c) ot her devi ces.

2. It is prohibited to use weapons to which this Article applies which are
not sel f-destructing, 1 unl ess:

(a) they are placed within a perinmeter-narked area that is nonitored
by mlitary personnel and protected by fencing or other neans, to ensure the
effective exclusion of civilians fromthe area. The narking nust be of a
di stinct and durable character and nust at |east be visible to a person who is
about to enter the perinmeter-narked area; and

(b) they are cleared before the area is abandoned, unless the area is
turned over to the forces of another State that accept responsibility for the
mai nt enance of the protection required by this Article and the subsequent
cl earance of those weapons.

The chapeau of paragraph 2 will require reconsideration in the light of
discussion on, inter alia, the Technical Annex and Article 6 bis.
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3. A party to the conflict is relieved fromfurther conpliance with the

provi si ons of subparagraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) above only if such conpliance is
not feasible due to forcible | oss of control of the area as a result of eneny
mlitary action, including situations where direct eneny mlitary action makes
it inpossible to conply. |If the party of the conflict regains control of the
area, it shall resune conpliance with the provisions of subparagraphs 2 (a)
and 2 (b).

4. If the forces of a party to the conflict gain control of an area in

whi ch weapons to which this Article applies have been | aid, such forces,
shall, to the nmaxi mumextent feasible, maintain and, if necessary, establish
the protections required by this Article until such weapons have been cl eared.

5. States parties shall take all feasible neasures to prevent the
unaut hori zed renoval , defacenent, destruction or conceal nent, of any devi ce,
systemor material used to establish the perinmeter of a perineter-marked area.
6. [To facilitate clearance, it is prohibited to use [anti-personnel] m nes
which are not in conpliance with the provisions on detectability in the
Techni cal Annex. ]

Article 5

[Restrictions on the use of renotely delivered m nes

It is prohibited to use renotely delivered nm nes which are not
sel f-destructing. ]

Article 5 bis

[Prohi bitions on the use of [anti-personnel] m nes
which are not detectable 2

It is prohibited to use [anti-personnel] mnes which are not in
conpliance with the provisions on detectability in the Technical Annex.]

2Accept ance of this proposal would entail:

(a) del etion of the word “detectability” fromArticle 3, para. 4;

(b) deletion of Article 4, para. 6;

(c) del etion of the square brackets in the Technical Annex around the
word “mnes” in the chapeau of para. 2, around the word “mne” in para. 2 (a),
and around the word “mnes” in para. 2 (b).

- 26 -
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Article 6
Prohi bitions on the use of booby-traps and ot her devices
1. Wthout prejudice to the rules of international |aw applicable in arned
conflict relating to treachery and perfidy, it is prohibited in all
ci rcunstances to use booby-traps and ot her devices which are in any way
attached to or associated with:
(a) internationally recognized protective enbl ens, signs or signals;
(b) si ck, wounded or dead persons;

(c) burial or cremation sites or graves;

(d) medi cal facilities, nedical equipnent, medical supplies or nedica
transportati on;

(e) children's toys or other portable objects or products specially
desi gned for feeding, health, hygiene, clothing or education of children

(f) food or drink;

(9) kitchen utensils or appliances except in mlitary establishments,
mlitary locations or mlitary supply depots;

(h) objects clearly of a religious nature;

(i) hi storic monunments, works of art or places of worship which
constitute the cultural or spiritual heritage of peoples;

(i) animals or their carcasses.
2. It is prohibited to use booby-traps [and other devices] in the form of
an apparently harm ess portable object which is specifically designed and

constructed to contain expl osive materi al

[3. It is prohibited to use booby-traps in arned conflicts not of an
i nternational character.]
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Article 6 bis 3

[ Prohi bition of the use, devel opment, manufacture, stockpiling
and transfer of certain mnes and booby-traps]

[1. It is prohibited to use, devel op, manufacture, stockpile or transfer,
directly or indirectly:

- Anti -personnel mnes defined in Article 2, [paragraph 3] of this
Prot ocol ; and]

- [Anti-personnel mnes without self-destruction or
sel f-neutralizi ng mechani sns]

[- Booby-traps defined in Article 2, [paragraph 4] of this Protocol.

2. The States parties undertake to destroy the weapons to which this
article applies and which are in their ownership and/or possession.]

[3. It is prohibited to use [, manufacture, stockpile or transfer]
[anti-personnel] mnes which cannot be detected, that is, which cannot be
identified using wdely avail abl e equi prent such as el ectro-magneti c m ne
detectors [as specified in the Techni cal Annex].

[ 4. The States parties shall notify the Depositary of all stockpiles of
weapons to which this Article applies and undertake to destroy themw thin a
period of .. years. The States shall report annually on the progress nade
regardi ng i npl ementati on of paragraph 3 of this Article.]

Article 6 ter

[Transfers 4]

[In order to prevent the use of nines contrary to the purposes of this
Protocol, each Hgh Contracting Party:

1. Undertakes not to provide any mines to non-State entities;

3The inclusion of the issue of devel opnent, manufacture, stockpiling and
transfer of mnes, booby traps and other devices is not accepted by al
del egati ons.

“This article is without prejudice to the position of del egations on the
i ssue of prohibitions or restrictions on the producti on and stockpiling of
certain conventi onal weapons.

- 28 -
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2. Undertakes not to transfer 5 any nmines to States which are not bound by
this Protocol
3. Undertakes not to transfer to any other H gh Contracting Party any m nes
the use of which is prohibited in all circunstances;
4. Shall ensure that in transferring to other H gh Contracting Parties

bound by this Protocol any mnes the use of which is restricted under this
Protocol, the receiving Hgh Contracting Party agrees to conply with the
rel evant provisions of international humanitarian | aw ]

Article 7

Recordi ng and use of information on m nefields, mned
areas, mnes, booby-traps and other devices

1. Al information concerning mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices shall be recorded in accordance with the provisions of the
Techni cal Annex.

2. Al such records shall be retained by the parties, who shall without
delay after [the cessation of active hostilities] [the effective cessation of
hostilities and the neani ngful w thdrawal of forces fromthe conbat zones]:

(a) Take all necessary and appropriate nmeasures, including the use of
such information, to protect civilians fromthe effects of the m nefields,
m ned areas, m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices and,

(b) Make avail able to the other party or parties to the conflict
concerned and to the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations all such
information in their possession concerning mnefields, mned areas, nmnes,
booby-traps and other devices laid by themin areas no | onger under their
control

3. This Article is without prejudice to the provisions of Article 8 of this
Pr ot ocol

5I't is understood that “transfers” involve, in addition to the physica
nmovenent of mnes into or fromnational territory, the transfer of title to
and control over the m nes.
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Article 8
[Protection fromthe effects of mnefields; mned areas;
m nes; booby-traps and ot her devices
1. When an operation covered by the [Convention on the Safety of

United Nations and Associ ated Personnel] is taking place in any area, each
party to the conflict, if requested by the head of the operation, shall make
avail able to the head of the operation all information in the party's
possessi on concerning the location of mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby
traps and other devices in that area and in order to protect personnel covered
by the above-nentioned Conventi on who are participating in such operations
shall, as far as it is able;

(a) remove or render harmess all mnes, booby traps or other devices
in that area; and

(b) take such nmeasures as may be necessary to protect such personnel
fromthe effects of mnes, booby traps and ot her devi ces. 6

5The following alternative drafting of paragraph 1 has been suggest ed:

1. When an operation covered by the Convention on the Safety of

United Nations and Associ ated Personnel is taking place in any area, each
party to the conflict, if requested by the head of the operation in order to
protect personnel covered by the above-nentioned Convention who are
participating in such operations shall, as far as it is able:

(a) make avail able to the head of the operation all information in the
party's possession concerning the location of mnefields, mned areas, nnes,
booby traps and other devices in that area;

(b) remove or render harmess all mnes, booby traps or other devices
in that area; and

(c) take such nmeasures as may be necessary to protect such personnel
fromthe effects of mnes, booby traps and ot her devi ces.

Consequenti al reshuffling of wording and change in nunbering in certain
subsequent paragraphs nmay be necessary.
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2 (a) Wen a mssion of a [regional arrangenent or agency acting under

Chapter VIII of the Charter of the United Nations] perforns functions in any
area with the consent of the parties to a conflict, each party, if requested
by the head of that m ssion, shall nake available to the head of that m ssion
all information in the party's possession concerning the |ocation of

m nefields, mned areas, mnes, booby traps and other devices in that area and
shall, as far as it is able, provide to the mssion and its personnel the
protections described in subparagraphs 1 (a) and (b);

[2 (b) Wien a mission of the International Conmittee of the Red O oss perforns
functions assigned to it by the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and their

Addi tional Protocols of 1977, or a humanitarian mssion of the United Nations
system not otherw se covered by this article perforns functions with the
consent of the parties to the conflict, each party, if requested by the head
of that mssion, shall, to the extent feasible, provide to that mission and
its personnel the protections described in subparagraphs 1 (a) and (b) and
shall, as far as it is able, identify to the head of that m ssion m nefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby traps and other devices in the area where those
functions are being perforned [and provide safe access either through the
clearance of a |lane through mnefields or by designating an alternative |and
route that will permt the acconplishment of these nandated m ssions].]

2. (c) Wen the mission of an [inpartial humanitarian organi zati on] not

ot herwi se covered by this article, perforns functions with the consent of the
parties to a conflict, each party, if requested by the head of that m ssion
shall, to the extent feasible, provide to that mssion and its personnel the
protections described in subparagraphs 1 (a) and (b) and shall, as far as it
is able identify to the head of that mssion all areas where mnefields, mned
areas, mnes, booby traps and ot her devices which nmay inpede the performance
of those functions are known or believed to be |ocated.

3. Wien a United Nations fact-finding mssion or other fact-finding mssion
with the consent of the parties, not otherw se covered by this article
performs functions in any area, each party to the conflict concerned shal

provi de protection to that m ssion except where, because of the size of such

m ssion, it cannot adequately provide such protection. In that case it shal
make avail able to the head of the mssion the information in its possession
concerning the location of mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps and

ot her devices in that area.

[4. Not hing in this Convention shall affect the rights and obligations of
United Nations and Associ ated Personnel as set out in the Convention referred
to in paragraph 1 above.]
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Article 9
Renmoval of mnefields, mned areas, m nes, booby-traps
and ot her devices [and international cooperation]
1. [Wthout delay] after [the cessation of active hostilities] [the

effective cessation of hostilities and the neani ngful withdrawal of forces
fromthe conbat zone] all nminefields, nmned areas, mnes, booby-traps and

ot her devices shall be cleared, renmoved, destroyed or maintained in accordance
with Article 3 and paragraph 2 of Article 4 of this Protocol

(a) Each party bears such responsibility with respect to mnefields,
m ned areas, booby-traps and other devices in areas under its control

(b) Wth respect to mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and
other devices laid by a party in areas over which it no | onger exercises
control, such party shall provide to the responsible party pursuant to
paragraph 1 (a) above, to the extent permtted by such party, technical and
materi al assistance necessary to fulfil such responsibility.

2. At all tinmes necessary, the parties shall endeavour to reach agreenent,
bot h anmong t hensel ves and, where appropriate, with other States and with

i nternational organizations, [on the provision of technical and materia
assistance,] 7 including, in appropriate circunstances, undertaking of joint
operations, necessary to fulfil such responsibilities.

Article 9 bis

Technol ogi cal Cooperation and Assistance in M ne
O earance and | npl enentati on of Protocol |

1. Each State party shall undertake to facilitate [and shall have the right
to participate in] the [fullest possible] exchange of equipnent, material and
scientific and technol ogi cal information concerning the inplenentation of this
Protocol and means of mine clearance. [The States parties shall undertake not
to maintain or inpose any restrictions on the transfer of equipnent or
technol ogy for mne cl earance. ]

"Paragraph 2 will be finalized in light of the final text of Aticle 9
bis.
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2. Each State party undertakes [to give careful consideration to providing]

[to provide] such assistance through the United Nations, internationa
bodies, ® or on a bilateral basis.

M ne cl earance

3. The States parties shall undertake to provide infornmation concerning
various nmeans and technol ogi es of mine clearance to the data bank established
within the United Nati ons system

[ 4. The coordi nated m ne-cl earance programme established within the
United Nations as per in the UNGA Resol ution 48/7 adopted w thout a vote,
shall also, within the resources available to it, and at the request of a
State party, provide expert advice and assist the State party in identifying
how its progranmes for the nine clearance could be inpl enmented

5. Each State party undertakes to provide assistance through the
Uni ted Nations coordi nated programme and ot her rel evant United Nati ons bodies
and to this end to elect to take one of the follow ng two measures:

(a) to contribute to the voluntary fund for assistance, established by
Uni ted Nations coordi nated progranme;

(b) to declare not |ater than 90 days after the anmended protocol Il
enters into force for it, the kind of assistance it nmight provide in response
to an appeal by the United Nations coordinated programre. |f, however, a
State party subsequently is unable to provide the assistance envisaged in its
declaration it is still under the obligation to provide assistance in
accordance with this paragraph.]

6. Requests by States parties for assistance, substantiated by rel evant
information, may be submtted to the United Nations, to other appropriate
bodies or to other States. These requests [nay be provided] to the
Depositary, which shall transmt themto all States parties and rel evant
international organizations. [Subsequently after the receipt of the request
an [investigation] [assessnment by the United Nati ons coordi nated programme]
[shall] [may] be initiated in order to provide foundation for further action.]
The Depositary shall [, as appropriate,] provide a report to States parties on
the facts relevant to these requests, as well as the type and scope of

assi stance that nmay be needed.

8The i ssue of a possibl e decision-nmaking or a consultative mechani sm
will be further considered
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| npl enent ati on of Protocol |
7. The States parties shall undertake to provide information [to the
Depositary] [to the Conm ssion] concerning the inplenmentation of this
Protocol, including neeting the requirenments for self-destructing and ot her

features, as specified in this Protocol

[8. Upon receiving the request fromthe State party for any technica

assi stance, [the Depositary] [the Commi ssion] will render this assistance free
of cost.

It will enploy all possible nmeans at its disposal to ensure

(a) Transfer of technol ogy from advanced nations to the devel opi ng
countries for acquisition on no cost basis;

(b) Al locate requisite funds for the assistance through United Nations
coor di nat ed pr ogranme. ]

Techni cal _Annex

1. Recordi ng

(a) The recording of the location of mnes other than [rendtely
delivered mnes,] mnefields, mned areas, [areas of] booby-traps and other
devi ces shall be done in accordance with the foll ow ng:

(i) The location of the mnefields, [mned areas], [areas of]
booby-traps and ot her devices shall be specified accurately
by relation to the coordinates of at |east two reference
poi nts and the estimated di nensions of the area contai ni ng
these devices in relation to those reference points.

(i) Maps, diagrans or other records shall be made in such a way
as to indicate the location of mnefields, mned areas,
[ booby-traps] and other devices in relation to reference
poi nts, these records shall also indicate their perineters
and extent.

(iii) For purposes of detection and cl earance of m nes,
[ booby-traps] and other devices, naps, diagrans or other
records shall contain conplete information on the type,
nunber, enpl aci ng nethod, type of fuse and life time, date
[and tinme] of laying and other relevant infornation of al
the munitions laid. Wienever feasible the mnefield record
shal | show the exact |ocation of every nine; except in row
m nefi el ds where the row | ocation is sufficient.
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(b) The estimated | ocation and area of renotely delivered mnes shal
be specified by coordinates of reference points (normally corner points) and
shal | be ascertained and when feasible nmarked on the ground at the earliest
opportunity. The total nunber and type of mnes laid, the date [and tine] of
laying and the self destruction time periods shall also be recorded.

(c) Copi es of records are to be held at a | evel of command sufficient
to guarantee their safety [as far as possible].

2. Detectability of [anti-personnel] [m nes]

(a) [A sufficient quantity of not easily renovable material or any
appropriate device, incorporating detectability equivalent to 8 grans of iron
in a single coherent nass, to enable detection by commonly avail abl e techni ca
det ecti on equi prent shall be placed in or on every [anti-personnel] [m ne]
enpl aced. ]

(b) [All [anti-personnel][mnes] shall have irrenovable netallic
elements in their construction to enable detection and [cl earance by standard
m ne-sensi ng devi ces] . ]

[(c) No [anti-personnel] [mnes], [booby-traps] and other devices may
be designed such that they will detonate by the operation of standard
m ne- sensi ng devi ces. ]

3. Specifications for self-destructing anti-personnel m nes

Anti-personnel mnes required by Article 4, paragraph 2 and Article 5 of
this Protocol to be self-destructing shall be designed and constructed so that
no nore than [1 in every 1,000] activated will fail to self-destruct [after no
nore than 7-90 days]; ! [and they shall have a [back-up feature]

[sel f-deactivation feature], designed and constructed so that the mine will no
[ onger function as a mne [30-365 days, with areliability of 1 in every 1,000
surviving mnes] [as soon as feasible] if the self-destruction nechani sm
fails.]

4, International signs for mnefields and m ned areas

Signs simlar to the exanple in Annex A shall be utilized in the nmarking
of mnefields and mned areas. Each sign [shall] [should] neet the follow ng
Criteria to ensure its visibility and recognition by the civilian popul ation:

The self-destructing tine needs to be further discussed in relation to
the time of laying/time of activation.
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(a) Si ze and shape: a triangle or square no snaller than
28 centinetres (11 inches) by 20 centimetres (7.9 inches) for a triangle,
and 15 centimetres (6 inches) per side for a square;

(b) Colour: red or orange with a yellow refl ecting border;

(c) Synbol :  the synbol illustrated in Annex A or an alternative
readi |y recogni zable in the area in which the sign is to be displayed as
i dentifying a dangerous area;

(d) Language: the sign should contain the word “mnes” in one of the
six official languages of this Convention (Arabic, Chinese, English, French
Russi an and Spani sh) and the | anguage(s) prevalent in that area;

(e) Spaci ng:  signs should be placed around the mnefield or a m ned

area at a distance sufficient to ensure their visibility at any point by a
civilian approaching the area

- 36 -
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APPENDI X |
Proposal s relating to verification and conpliance !

ALTERNATIVE A2 2 3 4
[ Commi ssion of States parties

1. For the purposes of this Protocol, a Comm ssion shall be established by
the States parties. The Conm ssion of States parties shall neet in CGeneva
regularly. Any State party nmay appoint a representative to the Conmmi ssion.
The 1CRC shall be invited to participate in the work of the Conmission as an
observer. The Commission shall consider annual reports provided by the States
parties on the inplenentation of the Protocol. The Conm ssion shall take its
deci si ons by consensus if possible, but otherwi se by a majority of nenbers
present and voti ng.

2. Each State party undertakes to provide annually the relevant information
to the Conmm ssion, i.e.

(a) Progress on inplenentation of the Protocol II;
(b) I nformati on on m ne cl earance;

(c) Information on civilian casualties occurring due to depl oynent of
mnes inits territory.

!Several del egations expressed the view that, whilst not agreeing to
every provision of each proposal, the three alternatives A, B and C, were not
excl usi ve but conpl enentary to each other.

2Sore del egations consider that elements of this text nay be nore
appropriately addressed through amendrment of the Convention, rather than of
Protocol Il. Further, this text is without prejudice to proposals for nore
frequent neetings of the Review Conference than currently provided for in the
Convent i on.

3The concept of a “Comm ssion” proposed has not been accepted by a group
of States.

‘A group of del egations considers that the concept of a “Comm ssion”
relates to and conpl enents alternatives B and C
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3. Each State party undertakes to provi de/ exchange information with other

States parties to pronote transparency and credibility for w der adherence to
this Protocol requirenments/restrictions.

[4. Each State party to this Protocol undertakes to facilitate the fullest
possi bl e exchange of technol ogical information in order to assist States
parties to conply with restrictions/requirenments of this Protocol.]

5. The Comm ssion shall also carry out other functions as are necessary for
the inplenmentation and review of this Protocol

6. The costs of the Commi ssion's activities shall be covered by the States
parties in accordance with the United Nations scale of assessnents, adjusted
to allow for differences between the nunber of States Menbers of the

United Nations and the nunber of States parties.]

ALTERNATIVE B: 5
[Article 10 Conpliance Mnitoring

1. Each State party undertakes to protect civilians fromthe effects of the
use of |andm nes and for that purpose undertakes to take necessary neasures to
prohi bit and prevent the indiscrimnate use of |andnm nes. The neasures shal

i ncl ude:

(a) | egislation, if necessary;

(b) education of mlitary personnel concerned on the rel evant
provi sions of this Protocol;

(c) di ssem nation to the civilian popul ation of the infornmation on
possi bl e effects of | andm nes and on signs used for mnefields and m ned
ar eas;

(d) appropriate nmeasures to neet the technical requirenents set out in
this Protocol

(e) nmeasures to facilitate the exchange of technical information with
other States parties on mne clearance and on the activities it conducted for
t he purpose of paragraph (d) in this Article;

SAlternative B has been presented as an alternative text to alternatives
A and C and is, according to several del egations, the nost appropriate. It is
not conpl enentary to any ot her proposal
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2. Each State party affirns the recogni zed objective of prohibiting and
preventing the indiscrimnate use of landmnes and to this end undertakes to
provi de annual report to the Depositary. The report shall contain the
fol | ow ng:

(a) the relevant |egislation

(b) any neasures it has taken to educate the nmilitary personnel and to
dissem nate the relative information for the purpose of this Protocol

(c) any neasure it has taken to neet the technical requirenents set
out in this Protocol

(d) informati on on recovery, destruction or clearance after nmlitary
use of | andm nes;

(e) informati on on casualty to civilian popul ati on occurred due to use
of such mnes inits territory and measures it has taken to redress the
si tuation;

(f) neasures it has taken on international technical information
exchange and on international cooperation on mne clearance;

3. The Depositary shall distribute the above-nentioned report, upon
request, to any other State party.]

ALTERNATIVE C. ¢ 7

Article 10

Verification Conm ssion

1. Each State party shall be entitled to ask the Depositary to convene a
Verification Commssion, within a period of one week, to conduct an inquiry in
order to clarify and resolve any questions relating to possible non-conpliance
with the provisions of this Protocol concerning the use of mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices. The request for an inquiry shall be acconpani ed by

rel evant information and evidence confirmng its validity.

5The concept of verification for this Protocol is not accepted by a
group of countries.

"One del egation subnitted in document CCW CONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 47 proposal s
el aborating on this text, which coul d be devel oped further.
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2. (a) The Verification Comm ssion, which shall meet in New York, shall
be open to the participation of all States parties. Subject to the provisions
of both paragraph 3 of this article and paragraph 1 of Article 11, the
Verification Comm ssion shall take its decisions by consensus if possible, but
otherwise by a majority of nenbers present and voting.

(b) The costs of the Verification Conmssion's activity shall be
covered by the States parties in accordance with the United Nations scal e of
assessnents, adjusted to allow for differences between the nunber of States
Menbers of the United Nations and the nunber of States parties.

3. (a) An inquiry shall be held unless the Verification Comm ssion

deci des, not later than 48 hours after it has been convened, with a two thirds
majority of its menbers present and voting that the information and evi dence
produced does not justify an inquiry.

(b) For the purposes of the inquiry the Verification Conm ssion shal
seek useful assistance and relevant information from States parties and
i nternational organi zations concerned and from any ot her appropriate sources.

Aticle 11
Fact -fi ndi ng m ssi ons

1. The inquiry shall be suppl enented by evidence col | ected on the spot or
in other places under the jurisdiction or control of the party to the conflict
concerned unl ess the Verification Comm ssion decides with a two thirds
majority of its nmenbers present and voting that no such evidence is required.
The Verification Comm ssion shall notify the party to a conflict concerned of
the decision to send a teamof experts to conduct a fact-finding mssion at

| east 24 hours before the team of experts is expected to arrive. It shall
informall States parties of the decision taken as soon as possi bl e.

2. For the purposes of paragraph 1 of this article, the Depositary shall
prepare a list of qualified experts provided by States parties, and constantly
keep this list updated. The experts shall be designated in view of the
particular fields of expertise that could be required in a fact-finding

m ssi on concerning the all eged use of mnes, booby-traps and ot her devi ces.
The initial list as well as any subsequent change to it shall be commruni cated,
inwiting, to each State party without delay. Any qualified expert included
inthis list shall be regarded as designated unless the State party, not |ater
than 30 days after its receipt of the list declares its non-acceptance, in

whi ch event the Verification Conmm ssion shall decide whether the expert in
question shall be designated.



CCW CONF. | / GH 23
page 32

COWCOONF. 1/1
page 32

3. Upon receiving a request fromthe Verification Comm ssion, the
Depositary shall appoint a teamof experts fromthe |ist of qualified experts,
acting in their personal capacity, to conduct a fact-finding mssion at the
site of the alleged incident. Experts who are nationals of States parties
involved in the armed conflict concerned or of States parties which requested
the inquiry shall not be chosen. The Depositary shall dispatch the team of
experts at the earliest opportunity taking into account the safety of the

t eam

4, The party to a conflict concerned shall nake the necessary arrangenents
to receive, transport and accomodate the team of experts in any place under
its jurisdiction or control.

5. When the team of experts has arrived on the spot, it nmay hear a
statenent of information by official representatives of the party to a
conflict concerned and may question any person likely to be connected with the
all eged violation. The teamof experts shall have the right of access to al
areas and installations where evidence of violation of this Protocol could be
collected. The party to a conflict concerned may make any arrangenents it
consi ders necessary for the protection of sensitive equipnent, information and
areas unconnected with the subject of the fact-finding mssion, or for any
constitutional obligations it may have with regard to proprietary rights
searches and sei zures, or other constitutional protection or for the
protection of the conduct of mlitary operations. 1In that event, it shal

make every reasonable effort to satisfy the legiti mate needs of the team of
experts through other means.

6. After having conpleted its fact-finding mssion, the teamof experts
shall submt a report to the Depositary not |later than one week after | eaving
the territory of the State party in question. The report shall summarize the
factual findings of the mssion related to the alleged non-conpliance with the
Protocol. The Depositary shall pronptly transmt the report of the team of
experts to all States parties.

Article 12
Conpl i ance

1. The States parties undertake to consult each other and to cooperate with
each other in order to resolve any problens that may arise with regard to the
interpretation and application of the provisions of this Protocol.

2. If the Verification Comm ssion concl udes, based on the inquiry,

i ncluding any report of the teamof experts referred to in Article 11
paragraph 6, that there has been a violation of the provisions of this
Protocol on the use of mnes, booby-traps and other devices, the Verification
Conmmi ssion shall, as appropriate, request that the party responsible for the
viol ation take appropriate nmeasures to remedy the situation.
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3. If weapons covered by this Protocol have been used in violation of its

provi sions, the States parties shall consider neasures designed to encourage
conpl i ance, including collective nmeasures in conformty with internationa
law, and may, in accordance with the United Nations Charter, refer the issue
to the attention of the Security Council

4, The provi sions of the 1949 Geneva Conventions relating to neasures for
the repression of breaches and grave breaches shall apply to breaches and
grave breaches of this Protocol during arned conflict. Each party to a
conflict shall take all appropriate nmeasures to prevent and suppress breaches
of this Protocol. Any act or omission occurring during arnmed conflict in
violation of this Protocol, if committed wilfully or wantonly and causi ng
death or serious injury to the civilian popul ation shall be treated as a grave
breach. A party to the conflict which violates the provisions of this
Protocol shall, if the case demands, be liable to pay conpensation, and shal
be responsible for all acts commtted by persons formng part of its arned
forces. States parties and parties to a conflict shall require that
commanders ensure that menbers of the arnmed forces under their command are
aware of, and conply with, their obligations under this Protocol.]



CCW CONF. | / G/ 23

page 34
COWCONF. 1/1
page 34
APPENDI X I
Qher Proposals !
RUSSI AN FEDERATI ON
[Article 5 of the Convention

Entry into Force

1. This Convention shall enter into force three nonths after the date of

deposit of the sixth instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval or
accessi on.

Paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of this Article to be nodified in accordance with
t he amendnents to paragraph 1.]

[Article 9
(a) New par agraphs. Denunci ati on

1. Any H gh Contracting Party may, by so notifying the Depositary, denounce
this Convention or any of the annexed Protocols upon the expiry of 10 years
since the date on which the Convention and any of its Protocols canme into
force. Such denunciation shall take effect one year after the date on which

it is registered.

2. Any H gh Contracting Party which ratifies this Convention and any of its
annexed Protocols and does not, within the year followi ng the expiry of the
10-year period mentioned in the precedi ng paragraph, exercise the right of
denunciation provided for in this article, shall be bound for a further

10-year period and nay thereafter denounce this Convention or any of its
annexed Protocols upon the expiry of each 10-year period under the terns of
this article.

(b) The first sentence of the existing paragraph 2 to be del eted.]

The proposals in Appendix Il require further consideration.
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NEW ZEALAND, | RELAND, AUSTRALI A AND SWEDEN
[Article 8 of the Convention 2
Article 8 (3 (c) of the Convention signals a need to consider at the
first Review Conference the question of periodicity of review neetings. This

i ssue coul d be addressed either through a decision of the Conference or an
anmendnent to the Convention.]

2The proposal on Article 8 is further elaborated in
CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 55.
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ANNEX | |
Annex |l contains a proposal on a new protocol on blindi ng weapons

submtted by the Chairman of the Governnental G oup of Experts and w dely
consul ted and discussed in the Goup. The text does not, at the present
stage, commt any delegation. It is forwarded to the Revi ew Conference for
its consideration.
I nformal Working Paper submitted by the Chairman
Protocol on Blinding Wapons (Protocol 1V)

Aticle 1

It is prohibited to enploy | aser beans of a nature to cause permanent
bl i ndness [serious danage] agai nst the eyesi ght of persons as a mnethod of
war f ar e.

Article 2

It is prohibited to [produce and] enploy |aser weapons prinarily
designed to blind [permanently].

Article 3
Blinding as an incidental or collateral effect of the legitimte

enpl oynent of | aser beans on the battlefield is not covered by this
prohi bi tion.
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ANNEX | 1 |

First Review Conference of the States parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of Certain Conventional Wapons which may be
Deened to be Excessively Injurious or to have
Indiscrimnate Effects

DRAFT RULES OF PROCEDURE

CHAPTER |

REPRESENTATI ON AND CREDENTI ALS

Conposition of del egations

Rule 1

1. Each State party to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich May Be Deened to Be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects (hereinafter “the Convention”) may
be represented at the Review Conference. States non-parties to the Convention
may participate as observers.

2. The del egati on of each State participating in the Conference shall
consi st of a head of del egation and such other representatives, alternate
representatives and advisers as nay be required.

Desi gnat ed representatives

Rule 2

An alternative representative or an adviser nay act as a representative
upon desi gnation by the head of del egation.

Subnmi ssion of credentials

Rule 3

The credentials of representatives and the nanmes of alternate
representatives and advisers shall be submtted to the Secretary-CGeneral of
the Conference, if possible not |ater than 24 hours after the opening of the
Conference. Any later change in the conposition of del egations shall also be
subnmitted to the Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference. The credentials shall
be issued by the Head of State or Covernment, or by the Mnister for Foreign
Affairs.
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Oedentials Committee
Rule 4
1. There shall be a Oedentials Commttee of five nmenbers elected by the

Conference on the proposal of the President.

2. The Oredentials Commttee shall exam ne the credentials of
representatives and report to the Conference

Provi sional participation

Rule 5
Pendi ng a deci sion of the Conference upon their credentials,
representatives shall be entitled to participate provisionally in the
Conf er ence.
CHAPTER | |
OFFI CERS
El ecti ons
Rule 6
The Conference shall elect fromanong the States parties participating
in the Conference a President, nine Vice-Presidents as well as the Chairnan
and a Vice-Chairman for each of the three main coomttees, the Drafting
Commttee and the Credentials Coonmittee. These officers shall be elected so
as to ensure the representati ve character of the General Conmmttee provided

for in rule 10.

Acting President

Rule 7

1. If the President finds it necessary to be absent froma neeting or any
part thereof, he shall designate one of the Vice-Presidents to take his place

2. A Vice-President acting as President shall have the sanme powers and
duties as the President.
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Repl acenent of the President

Rule 8

If the President is unable to performhis functions, a new Presi dent
shal | be el ected.

Participation of the President in decision-naking

Rule 9
The President, or a Vice-President acting as President, shall not
participate in maki ng decisions, but may designate another menber of his
del egation to do so in his place.
CHAPTER | I |
GENERAL COW TTEE
Conposi tion
Rule 10
The General Committee shall be conposed of the President, who shall
preside, nine Vice-Presidents, the Chairmen of the three main Commttees, the

Drafting Commttee and the Oredentials Commttee.

Substitute nmenbers

Rule 11

1. In case of absence, the President or a Vice-President, may designate a
menber of his delegation as his substitute.

2. In case of absence, the Chairnmen and the Vice-Chairmen of the three nain
Committees or of the Drafting Commttee or of the Oredentials Committee shal
desi gnate another officer of the respective Commttee or, if none is

avai |l abl e, a nmenber thereof as his substitute. However, such a substitute
shall not have the right to participate in making decisions if he is of the
sane del egati on as another nenber of the General Commttee.

Qhai rman
Rule 12

The President or, in his absence, one of the Vice-Presidents designated
by him shall serve as Chairnan of the General Committee
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Functions_
Rule 13

In addition to carrying out other functions provided for in these rules,
the General Committee shall assist the President in the general conduct of the
busi ness of the Conference and, subject to decisions of the Conference, shal
ensure the coordination of its work

CHAPTER | V
SECRETARI AT

Duties of the Secretary-CGeneral

Rule 14

1. There shall be a Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference. He shall act in
that capacity in all meetings of the Conference, its Commttees and worki ng
groups, and may designate a nenber of the Secretariat to act in his place at
t hese neeti ngs.

2. The Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference shall direct the staff required
by the Conference and its subsidiary organs.

Duties of the secretariat

Rul e 15
The secretariat of the Conference shall, in accordance with these rul es:
(a) I nterpret speeches nmade at neetings;

(b) Recei ve, translate, reproduce and distribute the docunents of the
Conf er ence;

(c) Publish and circulate the instrunents adopted by the Conference,
including its Final Docunent, and all the official docunments of the
Conf er ence;

(d) Prepare and circul ate summary records of plenary meetings;

(e) Make and arrange for the keeping of sound recordi ngs of neetings;
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(f) Arrange for the custody and preservation of the records of the

Conference in the Archives of the United Nations; and

(9) Cenerally performall other work required in connection with the
servicing of the Conference.

Cost s

Rule 16

The costs of the Review Conference will be met by the States parties to
the Convention participating in the Review Conference in accordance with the
United Nations scal e of assessnent, adjusted to take into account differences
bet ween the United Nations menbership and the participation of States parties
in the Conference. States which are not States parties to the Convention and
whi ch accept the invitation to take part in the Review Conference will share
in the costs to the extent of their respective rates of assessnment under the
United Nations scale.

Statenents by the secretariat

Rule 17
The Secretary-CGeneral or any nmenber of the secretariat designated for
that purpose nmay, subject to rule 20, nake either oral or witten statenents
concerning any question under consideration.
CHAPTER V
CONDUCT OF BUSI NESS
Quor um
Rul e 18

A mjority of the States parties to the Convention participating in the
Conference shall constitute a quorum

Ceneral powers of the President

Rule 19

1. In addition to exercising the powers conferred upon hi mel sewhere by
these rules, the President shall preside at the plenary neetings of the
Conf erence, declare the opening and cl osi ng of each such meeting, direct the
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di scussions, accord the right to speak, put questions to the Conference for
deci si on and announce such decisions. He shall rule on points of order and,
subj ect to these rules, have conplete control of the proceedi ngs and over the
mai nt enance of order thereat. The President nmay propose to the Conference the
closure of the list of speakers, a limtation on the tinme to be allowed to
speakers and on the nunber of times the representatives of each partici pant
may speak on a question, the adjournment or closure of the debate, and the
suspensi on or the adjournnent of a neeting.

2. The President, in the exercise of his functions, renmains under the
authority of the Conference.

Poi nts of order

Rul e 20

A representative may at any tine raise a point of order, which shall be
deci ded upon inmredi ately by the President in accordance with these rules. A
representative may appeal against the ruling of the President. The appea
shall be put to the Conference for decision imrediately, and the President's
ruling shall stand unless overruled by the Conference. A representative may
not, in raising a point of order, speak on the substance of the matter under
di scussi on.

Speeches

Rule 21

1. No one may address the Conference without having previously obtained the
perm ssion of the President, who shall, subject to rules 19 and 20 and

22 to 26, call upon speakers in the order in which they signify their desire
to speak.

2. Debate shall be confined to the question before the Conference and the
President may call a speaker to order if his renarks are not relevant to the
subj ect under di scussion

3. The Conference may limt the time allowed to speakers and the nunber of
times the representatives of each participant may speak on a question; a
notion to set such limt shall be put to the Conference for decision

imredi ately. 1In any event, the President shall Ilimt interventions on
procedural questions to a nmaxi numof five mnutes. Wen the debate is limted
and a speaker exceeds the allotted tinme, the President shall call himto order
wi t hout del ay.
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Pr ecedence
Rule 22
The Chai rman or another representative of a subsidiary organ nay be
accorded precedence for the purpose of explaining the conclusions arrived at

by that organ

dosing of the list of speakers

Rul e 23

During the course of a debate the President nay announce the |ist of
speakers and, with the consent of the Conference, declare the list closed.
When there are no nore speakers on the list, the President nay declare the
debat e cl osed.

R ghts of reply

Rule 24

The right of reply shall be accorded by the President to a
representative of a State participating in the Conference who requests it; any
ot her representative may be granted the opportunity to nmake a reply.
Representatives should attenpt, in exercising this right, to be as brief as
possible and preferably to deliver their statenents at the end of the neeting
at which this right is requested

Suspensi on _or _adj ournnment _of the neeting

Rul e 25
A representative may at any tinme nove the suspension or the adjournnent
of the neeting. Such notions shall not be debated but shall be put to the
Conference for decision imediately.

Adj our nment_of debat e

Rul e 26

A representative may at any tinme nove the adjournnent of the debate on
the question under discussion. 1In addition to the proposer of the motion, two
representatives may speak in favour of and two agai nst the notion, after which
it shall be put to the Conference for decision inmediately.
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QA osure of debate

Rule 27

A representative may at any tinme nove the closure of the debate on the
guesti on under di scussion, whether or not any other representative has
signified a wish to speak. Permssion to speak on the closure of the debate
shal | be accorded only to two speakers opposing the closure, after which the
notion shall be put to the Conference for decision immediately.

O der of notions

Rul e 28

Subject to rule 19, the following motions shall have precedence in the
i ndi cated order over all other proposals or notions before the neeting:

(a) To suspend the neeting;
(b) To adjourn the neeting;
(c) To adjourn the debate;
(d) To cl ose the debate

Basi ¢ _proposal s

Rul e 29

The draft proposals submitted to the Conference by the Goup of
CGovernnental Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the States Parties to
the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons which may be Deened to be Excessively Injurious or to
have Indiscrimnate Effects ! shall constitute the basic proposals for
consi deration by the Conference

Subnmi ssion of other proposals and substantive anmendnents

Rul e 30

Q her proposal s and substantive anmendnments shall normally be introduced
inwiting and handed to the Secretary-General of the Conference, who shal
circulate copies to all delegations in the |anguages of the Conference. As a

ICCW CONF. |/ C&H . ..
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general rule, no proposal shall be discussed or put to a decision unless
copies of it have been circulated to all delegations in their respective
wor ki ng | anguages not |ater than the day preceding the neeting. The President
may, however, permt the discussion and consideration of anmendnents, or
notions as to procedure, even though these anendnents and notions have not
been circul ated or have only been circul ated the sane day.

Wt hdrawal of proposals and notions

Rule 31
A proposal or notion may be withdrawn by its sponsor at any time before
a decision on it has been taken, provided that it has not been anended. A
proposal or notion thus w thdrawn may be reintroduced by any representati ve.

Deci si ons_on_conpet ence

Rule 32

Any nmotion calling for a decision on the conpetence of the Conference to
di scuss any matter or to adopt a proposal submtted to it shall be decided
before the matter is discussed or a decision is taken on the proposal in
questi on.

Reconsi derati on

Rul e 33
When a proposal or notion has been adopted or rejected it nmay not be
reconsi dered unl ess the Conference takes a decision to that effect.
Perm ssion to speak on a notion to reconsider shall be accorded only to two
speakers opposi ng reconsi deration, after which the natter shall be put to the
Conference for decision i mmediately.
CHAPTER VI
DEC SI ON- MAKI NG

Adoption of deci sions

Rule 34

The Conference shall conduct its work and take deci sions in accordance
with Article 8 of the Conventi on.
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CHAPTER VI |
SUBSI DI ARY CRGANS

Main Committees

Rul e 35

There shall be three Main Commttees, which shall receive their
assignnents fromthe Conference and report to it.

Drafting Committee

Rul e 36

1. There shall be a Drafting Conmttee conposed of representatives of the
sane States which are represented on the General Conmittee. It shal
coordinate the drafting of and edit all texts referred to it by the Conference
or by a Main Committee, without altering the substance of the texts, and
report to the Conference or to the Main Commttee as appropriate. It shall

al so, without reopening the substantive discussion on any matter, formul ate
drafts and give advice on drafting as requested by the Conference or a Main
Comm ttee.

2. Representatives of other States nay also attend the neetings of the
drafting Conmittee and may participate in its deliberations when natters of
particul ar concern to themare under discussion.

Wr ki ng_gr oups

Rule 37

The Conference and the Main Commttees nay establish working groups.
Oficers
Rul e 38

Each subsidiary organ shall have a chairman, a vice-chairman and such
other officers as it considers necessary.
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Applicable rules
Rul e 39
The rules contained in Chapters I, V and VIl shall be applicable,

nutatis mutandis , to the proceedi ngs of subsidiary organs, except that:

(a) The chairman of subsidiary organs nmay participate in making
deci si ons;

(b) A majority of the representatives on any subsidiary organ of
limted nenbership shall constitute a quorum

CHAPTER VI I |
LANGUAGES AND RECORDS

Languages of the Conference

Rul e 40

Arabi c, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spani sh shall be the
official |anguages of the Conference.

Interpretation

Rule 41
1. Speeches nade in a | anguage of the Conference shall be interpreted into
t he ot her such | anguages.
2. A representative may speak in a | anguage other than a | anguage of the

Conference if he provides for interpretation into one such | anguage.
Interpretation into the other such | anguages by interpreters of the
secretariat may be based on the interpretation given in the first such
| anguage.

Languages of official docunents

Rule 42
Oficial docurments and all instruments adopted by the Conference,

including its Final Docurent, shall be nade available in the | anguages of the
Conf er ence.
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Records and sound recordi ngs of neetings
Rule 43
1. Summary records of the plenary neetings of the Conference shall be

prepared and circul ated as soon as possible in all the | anguages of the
Conference, to all representatives, who shall informthe secretariat, within
five working days after such circulation, of any corrections they wi sh to have
nade.

2. The secretariat shall make sound recordings of neetings of the
Conference and of the Main Conmittees. Such recordings shall be nade of
nmeeti ngs of other subsidiary organs when the body concerned or the organ that
established it so decides.
CHAPTER | X
PUBLI C AND PR VATE MEETI NGS

Plenary and comm ttees

Rule 44
The plenary neetings of the Conference and the neetings of the Min
Committees shall be held in public unless the body concerned deci des
ot herwi se, for instance for the negotiati on of proposals.

Wr ki ng_gr oups

Rul e 45

As a general rule, neetings of other coomttees and worki ng groups shal
be held in private.

CHAPTER X
OTHER PARTI C PANTS AND OBSERVERS

Representatives of Organi zati ons whi ch have been grant ed
observer status in the United Nations

Rul e 46

Represent ati ves desi gnated by any O gani zati on havi ng been granted
observer status in the United Nations by a resolution of the General Assenbly
may participate as observer in the deliberations of the Conference and in its
subsi di ary organs
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Representatives of United Nations organs, of rel ated agencies
and of other intergovernnental organizations

Rul e 47

Representatives designated by organs of the United Nations, by
specialized or other related agencies and by ot her intergovernnenta
organi zations invited to the Conference nmay participate as observers in its
del i berations and in its subsidiary organs.

International Committee of the Red Oross

Rul e 48

Representatives designated by the International Commttee of the
Red Cross nay participate as observers in the deliberations of the Conference
and in its subsidiary organs in order, in particular, that the Conference nay
avail itself of the relevant expertise of the International Conmittee of the
Red O oss.

Represent ati ves of non-governnental organi zations

Rul e 49

1. Non- gover nnent al organi zati ons nay designate representatives to attend
public neetings of the Conference and its Main Conmttees and to nake

avail able witten contributions on matters on which they have a specia
conpetence, at their own cost. They will also be entitled upon request to
recei ve the docunents of the Conference.

2. Upon the invitation of the presiding officer of the plenary and subject
to the approval of that body, representatives of such organi zati ons may nake
oral statenents on questions in which they have a special conpetence in

pl enary neeti ngs.

Witten statenents

Rul e 50

Witten statenents subnitted by the designated representatives referred
toinrules 45 to 47 shall be distributed by the secretariat to al
del egations in the quantities and in the |anguages in which the statenents are
nmade avail able to the secretariat for distribution.
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CHAPTER XI
AVENDIVENT COR SUSPENSI ON OF THE RULES OF PROCEDURE

Met hod of anendnent

Rule 51

These rul es may be anended by a decision of the Conference upon
recomrendati on of the General Committee.

Met hod of suspensi on

Rule 52

These rul es may be suspended by a decision of the Conference, provided
that 24 hours notice of the notion for suspension has been given, which may be
wai ved if no representative objects; subsidiary organs may, by their own
deci sions, waive rules pertaining to them Any suspension shall be limted to
a specific and stated purpose and to the period required to achieve it.
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ANNEX |V

Draft Provisional Agenda for the Review Conference

Openi ng of the Conference by the Chairman of the G oup of Governnental
Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively |njurious or
to Have Indiscrimnate Effects

Subm ssion of the final report of the Goup of Governnental Experts

El ection of the President

Adoption of the Agenda

Adoption of the Rules of Procedure

Confirmation of the nom nation of the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Conf erence

El ection of Vice Presidents of the Review Conference, Chairmen and
Vice-Chairnen of the Drafting Committee, the Gredentials Conmttee and
the Main Conmittees

Message fromthe Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations

Adoption of arrangenents for meeting the costs of the Conference

Appoi ntrent of the Credentials Committee

O gani zation of work including that of the subsidiary bodies of the
Conf erence

General exchange of views (Plenary)

Revi ew of the scope and operation of the Convention and its annexed
Pr ot ocol s

Consi deration of any proposal for the Convention and its existing
Prot ocol s
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15. Consi der ati on
16. Report of the
17. Report of the
18. Report of the
19. Consi der ati on
20. G her matters

of proposals for additional Protocols to the Convention

Credentials Committee
Main Commttees
Drafting Commttee

and adoption of the fina

docunent (s)
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ANNEX V

Progress Reports of the previous sessions

First session - 28 February to 9 March 1994: (CCWCONF. |/ CGEH 4
and Corr. 1)

Second session - 16 to 27 May 1994: (CCW CONF. |/ GH/ 8)

Third session - 8 to 19 August 1994: (CCW CONF. |/ CGH 21)
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GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS TO CCOW CONF. | / GE/ 4
PREPARE THE REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE 8 March 1994
STATES PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON o
PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS ON THE Qiginal: ENGISH

USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS
WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY
INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Fi rst session
Ceneva, 28 February-4 March 1994

PROGRESS REPCRT OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS
TO PREPARE THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES
TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PRCH Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON
THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WH CH MAY BE
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS CR TO HAVE

| NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

1. The Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to be Excessively Injurious or to

Have Indiscrimnate Effects, under Article 8, 3 (a), reads, inter alia, as
fol | ows:

whi ch,

“If, after a period of ten years following the entry into force of

this Convention, no conference has been convened i n accordance with
subparagraph 1 (a) or 2 (a) of this Article, any H gh Contracting Party
may request the Depositary to convene a conference to which all H gh
Contracting Parties shall be invited to review the scope and operation
of this Convention and the Protocols annexed thereto and to consi der any
proposal for amendrments of this Convention or of the existing Protocols.
States not parties to this Convention shall be invited as observers to
the conference. The conference nmay agree upon anendnents whi ch shall be
adopted and enter into force in accordance with subparagraph 1 (b)
above.”

On 16 Decenber 1993, the CGeneral Assenbly adopted resolution 48/ 79
inter alia, read as foll ows:

“5. Vel cones the request to the Secretary-Ceneral to convene at an
appropriate tinme, if possible in 1994, in accordance with article 8,
paragraph 3, of the Convention, a conference to review the Conventi on;

6. Encourages the States parties to request the Secretary-GCGeneral to
establ i sh as soon as possible a group of governnmental experts to prepare
the review conference and to furni sh needed assi stance and assure
service, including the preparation of analytical reports that the review
conference and the group of experts m ght need,;
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3.
to the

7. Calls upon the maxi mum nunber of States to attend the conference,
to which the States parties nmay invite interested non-governnent al
organi zations, in particular the International Conmittee of the Red

G oss.”

On 22 Decenber 1993, States parties to the Convention submtted a letter
Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations, which reads as foll ows:

“Pursuant to article 8, paragraph 3 (a) of the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventiona
Weapons Wii ch May Be Deened to be Excessively Injurious or to Have
I ndiscrimnate Effects, concluded in Geneva on 10 Cctober 1980, the
French governnent, by letter dated 9 February 1993, requested that at
the earliest possible date, as from2 Decenber 1993, you, in your
capacity of depositary of the Convention, convene a conference of the
H gh Contracting Parties to review the provisions of the Convention.

Wth a viewto facilitating preparations for this Conference, the
States Parties to the Convention have the honour to request that you
establish a group of experts. This group, which would meet firstly
in Geneva early in 1994, at a date to be determ ned, would conprise
governnental experts appointed by the States Parties to the Conventi on.
Covernnent al experts designated by States non Parties to the Convention
and representatives of the International Commttee of the Red O oss
could participate in the work of the group as observers. This group
of governmental experts woul d deci de whether representatives of other
conpet ent non-gover nnental organi zati ons or conpetent individuals shoul d
participate as well.

The group of governmental experts will have to establish its rules
of procedure, its agenda, its financial arrangenments and its programme
of work. As a matter of priority, it will have to prepare concrete
proposal s for amendnents to Protocol Il on Prohibitions or Restrictions
on the Use of M nes, Booby-Traps and Gt her Devices for the purpose of:

- strengthening restrictions on the use of anti-personnel
mnes and, in particular, those w thout neutralizing or
sel f-destruction nechani sms;

- consi dering the establishnment of a verification systemfor
the provisions of this Protocol;

- studyi ng opportunities for broadening the scope of this
Protocol to cover arnmed conflicts that are not of an
i nternational character.
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Once the group of governmental experts have made significant
progress in their efforts to amend Protocol 11, the group also could
consi der any other proposal relating to the Convention and its existing
or future Protocol.

In the light of the progress in its work, in particular with
regard to Protocol II, the group of experts shoul d:

- recomrend, in conjunction with you, the dates and venue of
the conference to review the Convention and its Protocols;
and

- determne, in consultation with you, how the Review
Conference will be organi zed and fi nanced.

The group of experts should report to the States Parties before
the end of 1994 on the results of its work on anendnents to Protocol |1
of the Convention.”

4. Fol | owi ng consul tati ons anmong States parties, it was initially agreed
that the G-oup of CGovernnmental Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Weapons Wiich May Be Deenmed to be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects would hold three sessions at the

United Nations Ofice at Geneva.

5. The G oup of Governmental Experts held its first session at the Palais
des Nations, Geneva, from 28 February to 4 March 1994. The followi ng States
parties to the Convention participated in the Goup: Australia, Austria,
Benin, Bulgaria, China, Ooatia, Quba, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland,
France, CGermany, G eece, Hungary, India, Japan, Mexico, Netherlands, Norway,
Pol and, Russi an Federation, Sl ovakia, Sweden, Switzerland, Tunisia and
kraine. The following States non-parties to the Convention also partici pated
in the work of the Goup as observers: Argentina, Bel gium Canada, Chile,
Col onbi a, Egypt, Ethiopia, Iran (Islamc Republic of), Ireland, Italy,

Janui ca, Jordan, Ml aysi a*, New Zeal and, Qman, Peru, Portugal, Spain,

Sri Lanka, Syria, Turkey, United Kingdomand the United States of America.

* At the fifth neeting of the Goup of Experts, on 3 March 1994, the
representative of Ml aysia announced that Ml aysia was withdrawing its
participation fromthe work of the G oup.

In view of his statenent and since Mal aysia w thdrew before a deci sion
on the financial arrangenents was reached, Mal aysia would not be requested to
bear any costs.



CCW CONF. | / GH 23
page 58

CCW CONF. | / G/ 4
page 4

The International Conmittee of the Red Gross also took part in the work of the
QG oup, pursuant to the invitation issued by the Secretary-General of the
Uni ted Nations.

6. On behal f of the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations,

M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of the Centre for D sarmament Affairs,
Departrent of Political Affairs, opened the session of the Goup of
CGovernnental Experts and made a statement. M. Kheradi al so served as
Secretary of the G oup.

7. At its first neeting, on 28 February 1994, the G oup of Experts

el ected, by acclanation, M. Johan Ml ander of Sweden as Chairman, with the
understandi ng that in his absence Arbassador Lars Norberg of Sweden woul d
act as Chairman at the first session of the Goup. Wen assumng his

Chai rmanshi p, the Chairman nmade a remark on the non-partici pati on of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia-Mntenegro).

8. At its third neeting, on 1 March, the Goup elected M. C Narain of
India and M. Peter Poptchev of Bulgaria as Vice-Chairnmen.

9. The G oup of Experts, at its first nmeeting on 28 February, adopted its
agenda, which will serve the Goup during all its sessions, and which reads as
fol |l ows:

1. peni ng of the session

2. El ection of the Chairman and other officers

3. Adoption of the Agenda

4, Met hod of deci si on- maki ng

5. Consi deration of financial arrangements for the Goup of Experts
6. Question of participation

7. O gani zation of work of the Goup of Experts

(a) Future sessions, cal endar of neetings and programre of work

(b) Consi deration and adoption of progress reports
8. Backgr ound docunent ati on

9. Ceneral exchange of views
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10. Consi deration of proposals for and preparation of anendnents to
Protocol Il of the Convention and the adoption of the report of

the G oup of Experts for submssion to the States Parties

11. Consi deration of other proposals relating to the Convention and
its existing or future Protoco

12. Consi derati on of organizational natters for the Review Conference

(a) Date and duration

(b) Draft rules of procedure

(c) Provi si onal agenda

(d) Conposition of the General Committee

(e) Fi nanci al arrangenents

(f) Est abl i shrent of subsi diary bodies

(9) Partici pation

(h) Backgr ound document ati on

(i) Fi nal docurent (s)

(i) Appoi nt ment of a provisional Secretary-General of the

Conf er ence

13. Adoption of the final report of the Goup of Experts to the Review

Conf erence
14, QG her busi ness
10. The G oup of Experts decided to take its decisions by consensus.

Only experts fromStates parties to the Convention would participate in
deci si on- naki ng.

11. During the course of its session, the Goup of Experts considered the
question of financial arrangenents for the Goup and, in this regard, accepted
the estimated costs for the three schedul ed sessions as contained in

docunment CCWCONF. |/ GE/ 2. As a result of intensive consultations anong the
States parties, the Goup decided that the costs of the Goup of Experts wil
be net by the States Parties to the Convention participating in the Goup of
Experts on the basis of their assessnments to the United Nations Regul ar Budget
prorated to take into account the nunber of States participating in the Goup
of Experts. States non-parties which take part in the Goup of Experts wll
share the costs to the extent of their respective rates of assessnent under
the United Nations scale.
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12. The G oup of Experts al so considered the question of participation

including that of the United Nations agencies, specialized and other agencies,
non- gover nent al or gani zati ons and conpetent individuals in the work of the
G oup, without reaching a conclusion at this session

13. Wth regard to its organization of work, the Goup decided to hold

its second session from16 to 27 May and the third session from8 to

19 August 1994, in Geneva. The G oup al so decided to consider the possibility
of holding a fourth session during 1995 in Geneva, with the date and duration
to be determned. The Goup further agreed to have a progress report prepared
at the conclusion of each session, so that decisions or reconmrendati ons on
organi zational matters, as well as recomrendati ons on substantive issues could
be properly recorded.

14. At its fifth neeting, on 3 March, the G oup considered the question of
backgr ound docurnent ati on and deci ded that the fol | owi ng background docunents
shoul d be prepared:

(1) Summary of negotiations |eading to the conclusion of the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, and of subsequent
devel opnents related to the Convention, which woul d be prepared
by the Secretariat;

(2) The rationale for anendi ng and the ways and neans of i nproving
Protocol Il of the Convention, as well as the mlitary and
humani t ari an perspecti ves concerning the anendnent of Protocol |
of the Convention, which would be prepared by the Internationa
Commttee of the Red Cross;

(3) The rational e for considering other proposals relating to the
Convention and its existing or future Protocol, which would be
prepared by the International Commttee of the Red O oss.

In that connection, it was further decided that those docunents woul d be
i ssued as official docunents of the Group of Experts.

15. The G oup of Experts held a general exchange of views at its
sixth meeting on 3 March 1994,

16. At its eighth neeting, on 4 March 1994, the G oup of Experts adopted
its progress report for the first session, as contained in docunent
CCWCQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 1/ Rev. 1, as orally anended, which is being issued as
docunent CCW CONF. | / CGH 4.
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USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS
WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY
INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Fi rst session
Ceneva, 28 February-4 March 1994

PROGRESS REPCRT OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS
TO PREPARE THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES
TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PRCH Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON
THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WH CH MAY BE
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS CR TO HAVE

| NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

Corri gendum

Oh page 3, paragraph 5, line 10 , delete the word “Egypt,”.
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PREPARE THE REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE 27 May 1994
STATES PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON o
PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS ON THE Qiginal: ENGISH

USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS
WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY
INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Second sessi on
CGeneva, 16-27 May 1994

PROGRESS REPCRT OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS
TO PREPARE THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES
TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PRCH Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON
THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WH CH MAY BE
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS CR TO HAVE

| NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

1. The G oup of Governmental Experts to Prepare the Review Conference on
the States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, held its second session at the
Pal ai s des Nations, Geneva, from1l6 to 27 May 1994, in accordance with the
decision taken at its first session. The Goup held 18 neetings during that
peri od under the Chairnmanship of M. Johan Ml ander of Sweden. M. C Narain
of India and M. Peter Poptchev of Bulgaria continued to serve as
Vice-Chairnen of the Goup. M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Drector of the Centre
for Disarmanent Affairs, Department of Political Affairs, continued to serve
as Secretary of the G oup.

2. At the second session of the Goup of Governnmental Experts, the
following States Parties to the Convention participated in the G oup:
Australia, Austria, Bulgaria, China, Ooatia, CQuba, Czech Republic, Dennark,
Fi nl and, France, CGernany, G eece, Hungary, India, Japan, Mexico, Netherl ands,
New Zeal and, Norway, Pakistan, Pol and, Russi an Federation, Sl ovakia, Sweden,
Switzerland and Wkraine. The followi ng States non-parties to the Convention
also participated in the work of the Group as observers: Afghani stan,
Argentina, Belgium Canada, Chile, Colonbia, Ethiopia, Iran (Islamc
Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Kuwait, Myanmar, N caragua, Oran, Peru,
Portugal, Qatar, Spain, Sri Lanka, Turkey, United Kingdomof Geat Britain
and Northern Ireland and the United States of America. The International
Commttee of the Red Gross also took part in the work of the G oup, pursuant
to the invitation issued by the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations, the
Depositary of the Conventi on.

3. At its first neeting, on 16 May 1994, the G oup of Experts deci ded
toinvite the United Nati ons agencies, specialized and ot her agenci es.
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Accordingly, the United Nations Departnment of Humanitarian Affairs, the Ofice
of the United Nations H gh Comm ssioner for Refugees and the United Nations
Children's Fund took part in the work of the G-oup as observers. The G oup
agreed that the Chairman of the G oup of Experts would give periodic briefings
to the non-governnental organizations on the work of the G oup.

4. At the sane neeting, the Goup decided to concentrate its efforts on
agenda item 10 entitled “Consideration of proposals for and preparation of
anmendnents to Protocol Il of the Convention and the adoption of the report of
the G oup of Experts for submssion to the States Parties”. At the sane tine,
the G oup al so decided to keep open agenda item9 entitled “CGeneral exchange
of views”, so that the substantive consideration of the subject could benefit
fromsuch an exchange of views. In this connection, a |arge nunber of

del egations participated in the exchange of views on item9. Under this item
Sweden introduced the followi ng working papers, respectively entitled “Draft
Protocol on Blinding Wapons”™ (CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP.3) and “Draft Protocol on
Naval M nes” (CCWCONF. |/ CGH CRP. 4).

5. In the course of its consideration of agenda item 10 regarding
anmendnents to Protocol Il to the Convention, the Goup had before it the
foll owi ng docunents:

(1) CCWOONF. 1/CGE 3 - “Draft amended protocol on prohibitions or
restrictions on the use of mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices
(Protocol 11)” submitted by France;

(2) CCWCONF.I/GE5 - “Sunmary of negotiations |eading to the
concl usion of the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich May Be Deened to be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects and of
subsequent devel opnments related to the Conventi on” prepared by
the Secretariat;

(3) CCWOONF.1/CGE 6 - “The rationale for anending and the ways and
means of inproving Protocol Il of the Convention as well as the
mlitary and humani tarian perspectives concerning the anendnent
of Protocol Il of the Convention” prepared by the International
Commttee of the Red Cross;

(4) CCOWCONF.I/GE 7 - Communi cation received fromthe Republic of
Argentina on a Moratorium

(5) CCOWCONF. I/GE/CRP.2 - “Chairman's Rolling Text” prepared by
t he Chai rnan;

(6) CCWCONF.I/CGE CRP.5 - “Non-paper on the scope of application”
subnmitted by Gernany;
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(17)
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CCOWCONF. | / GH/ CRP. 6 - “Non-paper on definitions” subnmtted by
Cer many;

CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 7 - “The question of mnes in the Review
Conference of the Conventional Wapons Convention: discussion
paper” submtted by the Netherl ands;

CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 8 - “Non-paper on the structure of clusters 3
(restrictions and prohibitions) and 4 (verification)” submtted
by Cernany;

CCWCONF. | / G/ CRP. 9 - “Non-paper on cluster 3 (prohibitions and
restrictions)” submtted by CGernany;

CCWCQOONF. I/ GH/ CRP. 10 - “Article 4 - Specific restrictions on the
use of mnes, booby-traps and other devices” submtted by Denmark
and the United States;

COWOONF. | /GEH/ CRP. 10/ Rev. 1 - “Article 4 - Specific restrictions on
the use of mnes, [booby-traps] and other devices” submtted by
Dennmark and the United States;

CCWCOONF. | /GE/CRP. 11 - “Protocol Il - New Article - Transfers”
subnmitted by Australi a;

CCWCONF. | / GE/ CRP. 11/ Rev. 1 - “Protocol Il - New Article -
Transfers” submtted by Australia, the Netherlands and Sweden;

CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 12 - “Main Convention - New Article - G ave
Breaches” submtted by Australia and Sweden;

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 13 - “Main Convention - New Article -
I npl ementation Procedures; Protocol Il - New Article -
Verification Comm ssion” proposed by Australia;

CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 14 - “Working Paper” presented by Bul gari a;

CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 15 - “Convention - Article 5 - Entry into Force;
Article 9 - Denunciation and Protocol Il - Article 6 - Prohibition
on the use of certain booby-traps” submtted by the

Russi an Federati on;

CCW CONF. | / G2/ CRP. 17 - “Non- paper on the Technical Annex to the
Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of M nes,
Booby-traps and G her Devices (Protocol I1)” submtted by Gernmany;

CCWCOONF. | /GEH/ CRP. 18 - “Article 8" submtted by Austria;
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(21) COWCONF. I/CGEH CRP.19 - “Article 3" submtted by Mxico;

(22) CCOWOONF. 1/CGEH CRP.20 - “Protocol 11 - New Article - Reports”
subnmitted by Australia

(23) CCWCONF. I/ GE CRP.21 - “Discussion paper - Scope” subnitted by
Australia on behalf of a Contact G oup

(24) CCWCONF. I/ GE CRP.22 - “Non-paper on definitions” subnmtted by
I ndia on behal f of the Consultation G oup of Experts;

(25) CCWCONF. I/ GE CRP.23 - “Discussion paper on booby-traps and ot her
devi ces” submtted by Australi a;

(26) CCWCONF. |/ CGE CRP.24 - “Proposal s on prohibitions and
restrictions” submtted by the International Commttee of the
Red O oss.

In addition, a |arge nunber of informal working papers were submtted by
del egations during the course of deliberations on the subject.

6. At the outset, the Goup decided to consider various proposals to anmend
Protocol Il to the Convention regarding prohibitions and restrictions on

m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices on the basis of the rolling text
submtted by the Chairman (CCWCOONF. I/ GE/ CRP. 2).  Upon the proposal of

the Chairman, the G oup agreed to consider the subject within the franmework of
the followi ng clusters of issues: (1) scope of application; (2) definitions;
(3) prohibitions and restrictions; and (4) verification, fact-finding and
conpl i ance

7. Wth respect to Article 1, the “scope of application”, the G oup of
Experts consi dered the question of extension of the present scope of the
Protocol to include also armed conflicts not of an international character.
Many del egations spoke in favour of the need for such an extension, but
questions were raised with regard to the followi ng issues: (1) feasibility of
application; (2) inplication concerning | egal status of the parties to arned
conflicts; (3) potential hindrance to universality of the Convention; and

(4) the appropriateness of placing this article in the Protocol or the
Convention itself. Wth the view to harnoni zi ng those views, the Chairnman,
with the consent of the Goup, designated M. Christopher Lanb, representative
of Australia, to conduct infornmal consultations on the question of scope of
application in this Protocol. Docunment CCW CONF. |/ GE CRP. 21, which contains
the outcome of the consultations, foreshadowed further work at the next
session on the nethodol ogy and | anguage to be used.
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8. On the question of anendrment to Article 2 regarding definitions in the
present Protocol Il to the Convention, a |arge nunber of proposals were
subnmitted to the Goup for consideration. 1In order to facilitate the work of

the G oup, several informal consultations were held under the Chairmanship of
M. C Narain of India, Vice-Chairman of the G oup of Experts, with the ai m of
narrowi ng the field of possible alternatives on definitions in the Protocol

including: “mne”, “renotely delivered mne”, “anti-personnel mne”,
“scatterable mne”, “booby-trap”, “other device”, “mlitary objective’
“civilian objects”, “mnefield”, “recording”, “destruction nechanisni
“neutralizing nechanisni, “self destruction”, “self neutralization”, “passive
sel f deactivation”, “renote control”, “locating nechanisni and “anti-handling

devi ce”. Docunment CCW CONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 22 contains the outcome of those
consul tations and provides a basis for future work on Article 2.

9. Wth regard to “prohibitions and restrictions”, the Goup of Experts
considered the followi ng issues: (1) general restrictions on | andm nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices; (2) specific restrictions on certain |andm nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices; (3) specific prohibition of certain types of

m nes and booby-traps. Further work remains to be done on these issues at the
next session.

10. Concerning “verification, fact-finding and conpliance”, it is generally
recogni zed by the Goup that the question of verification would need to be

di scussed further in depth. A nunber of issues in this connection were raised
by del egations, particularly with respect to the scope and extent of
verification and fact-finding as well as the ways and neans for pronoting

and enforcing conpliance.

11. At its last neeting, on 27 May 1994, the G oup of Experts considered and
adopted its draft progress report for the second session, as contained in
docunent CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 16, as oral |y anmended, which is being issued as
docunent CCW CONF. | / CGE. 8.
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1. The G oup of Government Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the
States parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Weapons Wi ch May Be Deenmed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, held its third session at the Palais des

Nations, CGeneva, from8 to 19 August 1994,

in accordance with the decision

taken at its first session. The Goup held 15 plenary neetings during that

period under the Chairnmanship of M.

Johan Mol ander of Sweden. M. C. Narain

of India and M. Peter Poptchev of Bulgaria continued to serve as

Vi ce-Chairnen of the Goup. M. Sohrab Kheradi,
for Disarmanent Affairs, Department of Political

as Secretary of the G oup.

2. At the third session of the G oup of Governnental

Deputy Director of the Centre
Affairs, continued to serve

Experts, the follow ng

States parties to the Convention participated in the work of the G oup:
Australia, Austria, Bulgaria, China, Ooatia, Quba, Cyprus, Czech Republic,

Denmar k, Finland, France, Cermany, G eece, Hungary,
Mexi co, Netherl ands, New Zeal and, Norway,
Federati on, Sl ovakia, Slovenia, Spain,

I ndi a, Japan, Latvi a,
Pol and, Russi an
Sweden and Switzerland. The foll ow ng

States non-parties to the Convention also participated in the work of the
G oup as observers: Afghani stan, Argentina, Bel gium Canbodia, Canada, Chile,

Col onbi a, Egypt, Estonia, Iran (Islamc Republic of),

Ireland, Israel, Italy,

Morocco, N caragua, Oran, South Africa, Thailand, Turkey, United Ki ngdom of
Geat Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of Arerica. The
Internati onal Committee of the Red Gross took part in the work of the G oup,
pursuant to the invitation issued by the Secretary-CGeneral of the

United Nations, the Depositary of the Convention.

The United Nations
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Departnent of Humanitarian Affairs, the Ofice of the United Nations H gh
Conmi ssioner for Refugees and the United Nations Children's Fund al so took
part in the work of the G oup as observers. The Goup of Experts agreed that
agenda item 6 regarding the question of participation was still open and the
Chai rman of the Goup woul d give periodic briefings to the non-government al
organi zations on the work of the Goup, pending a solution to the outstandi ng
i ssues under that item

3. The Group continued to concentrate its efforts on agenda item 10
entitled “Consideration of proposals for and preparation of amendnents to
Protocol Il of the Convention and the adoption of the report of the G oup of
Experts for submission to the States Partes”. At the sane time, the G oup

al so decided to keep open agenda item9 entitled “CGeneral exchange of views”,
so that the substantive consideration of the issues before the Goup could
benefit fromsuch an exchange of views. 1In this connection, a |arge nunber of
del egations participated i n the exchange of views.

4. In the course of its consideration of agenda item 10 regardi ng
anmendnents to Protocol Il to the Convention, the Goup had before it the
foll owi ng docunents:

(1) CCWOONF. I /GEH/ 3 - “Draft amended protocol on prohibitions or
restrictions on the use of mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices
(Protocol 11)” submitted by France;

(2) CCWCQONF. I/ &E/ 5 - “Summary of negotiations |eading to the
concl usion of the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich May Be Deened to be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects and of
subsequent devel opnents related to the Convention” prepared by the
Secretariat;

(3) CCWCQOONF. 1/ GE/ 6 - “The rationale for amendi ng and the ways and

means of inproving Protocol Il of the Convention as well as the
mlitary and humani tarian perspectives concerning the anendment of
Protocol Il of the Convention” prepared by the International

Committee of the Red Cross;

(4) CCWQCONF. I/ &G/ 7 - Communi cation received fromthe Republic of
Argentina on a Moratorium

(5) CCW CONF. |/ G2/ 10 - Proposal by Sweden on Article 6;

(6) CCWQCONF. I/ GE. 13 - A speech by the Deputy Mnister of Defence of
South Africa;
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CCWCOONF. |/ G/ 18 - “Commi ssion of States parties” proposed by the
Russi an Federati on;

CCWQOONF. |/ G/ 19 - Oficial comrunication received fromlsrael;

CCWCOONF. I/ GE/ 20 - “Prohibitions and restrictions” proposed by the
Russi an Federati on;

COWCQOONF. I /GEH/ CRP.2 - “Chairnman's Rolling Text” prepared by the
Chai r man;

CCWCQOONF. | /GE/ CRP. 2/ Rev.1 - “Chairman's Rolling Text” prepared by
t he Chai rnan;

CCOWCONF/ I/ GH/ CRP.5 - “Non-paper on the scope of application”
subnmitted by Gernany;

CCWQCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 6 - “Non-paper on definitions” subnitted by
Cer many;

CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 7 - “The question of mnes in the Review
Conference of the Conventional Wapons Convention: discussion
paper” submtted by the Netherl ands;

CCWQCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 8 - “Non-paper on the structure of clusters 3
(restrictions and prohibitions) and 4 (verification)” submtted by
Cer many;

CCWCONF/ I / GH/ CRP. 9 - “Non-paper on cluster 3 (prohibitions and
restrictions)” submtted by Germany;

CCWCQOONF. I/ GH/ CRP. 10 - “Article 4 - Specific restrictions on the
use of mnes, booby-traps and other devices” submtted by Denmark
and the United States;

COWOONF. | /GH/ CRP. 10/ Rev. 1 - “Article 4 - Specific restrictions on
the use of mnes, [booby-traps] and other devices” submtted by
Denmark and the United States;

CCWOONF. | /GE/CRP. 11 - “Protocol Il - New Article - Transfers”
subnmitted by Australi a;

CCWCONF. | / GE/ CRP. 11/ Rev. 1 - “Protocol Il - New Article -
Transfers” submtted by Australia, the Netherlands and Sweden;

- 81 -



CCW CONF. | / &/ 23
page 72

CCW CONF. | / G/ 21

page 4

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)
(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

CCWCQONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 12 - “Main Convention - New Article - G ave
Breaches” submtted by Australia and Sweden;

CCW CONF. | / GE/ CRP. 13 - “Main Convention - New Article -

I npl ementation Procedures; Protocol Il - New Article -
Verification Comm ssion” proposed by Australia;

CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 14 - “Working Paper” presented by Bul gari a;
CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 15 - “Convention - Article 5 - Entry into Force;
Article 9 - Denunciation and Protocol Il - Article 6 - Prohibition
on the use of certain mnes” submtted by the Russian Federation;

CCW CONF/ |/ G/ CRP. 17 - “Non- paper on the Technical Annex to the
Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of M nes,
Booby-traps and QG her Devices (Protocol I1)” submtted by Gernmany;

CCWCQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 18 - “Article 8" proposed by Austri a;
CCWCONF. | / GE/CRP. 19 - “Article 3" subnitted by Mexico;

CCWCQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 20 - “Protocol 11 - New Article - Reports”
subnmitted by Australi a;

CCWQCONF. | / GE/ CRP. 21 - “Discussion paper - Scope” subnitted by
Australia on behalf of a Contact G oup;

CCW CONF. | / G/ CRP. 22 - “Non-paper on definitions” subnitted by
I ndia on behal f of the Consultati on G oup of Experts;

CCW CONF. | / G/ CRP. 23 - “Di scussion paper on booby-traps and ot her
devi ces” submtted by Australi a;

CCWCONF. | / GH/ CRP. 24 - “Proposals on prohibitions and
restrictions” submtted by the International Commttee of the Red
O oss;

CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 25 - “verification and conpliance” proposed by
France and Ger many;

CCOW CONF. | / GH/ CRP. 26 - “Technical Annex to Protocol 11”7 Wrking
paper subnmitted by France;

CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 27 - “Verification and conpliance” proposed by
Fi nl and;
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CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 29 - “Protocol on anti-personnel |andm nes
proposed by Estoni a;

COWOONF. | /GH/ CRP. 31 - “New Article 9 A - Provisioning of
Techni cal Assistance to the States parties” - proposed by Paki stan
co-sponsored by China, Cuba and Iran (Islamc Republic of);

COWOONF. |/ GH/ CRP. 32 and Corr. 1 (English only) - “Verification
and Conpliance” joint proposal by China, Quba, Iran (Islamc
Republic of) and Paki st an;

COWCONF. | / G/ CRP. 33 - “Proposal on Article 9 - Technol ogi ca
cooperation and assistance” submtted by Quba, Iran (Islamc
Republic of) and Paki stan;

CCWCOONF. | /GE/ CRP. 34 - “Article 8 - Protection of forces,

m ssi ons, agencies and ot her bodi es under the authority of the
United Nations, of regional arrangements (agencies) acting under
Chapter VIII of the United Nations Charter and of the
Internati onal Comm ssion of the Red Gross fromthe effects of

m nefi el ds, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices” proposed by
Austri a;

CCWCOONF. I /G CRP. 35 - “Article ... - Commission of States
parties” proposed by the Russian Federation;

CCW QCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 36 - Working paper on “Article 3 - Cenera
restrictions on the use of mnes, booby-traps, and ot her devices”
jointly submtted by Denmark, Germany and the United States of
Aneri ca,;

CCWOONF. | / G/ CRP. 38 - “Protocol Il - New article on transfers”
proposed by Australia, Dennmark, Ireland, the Netherlands,
New Zeal and, Norway, South Africa, Sweden and Switzerl and;

CCW CONF. | / G/ CRP. 39 - “Techni cal Annex Provisions” submtted by
the United States

CCWCQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 40 - “Article 4, paragraph 2" proposed by
Denmark and the United States of Anerica

a large nunber of informal working papers were subnmitted by

del egations during the course of deliberations on the subject.
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5. The G oup continued to consider various proposals to amend Protocol |

to the Convention regardi ng prohibitions and restrictions on nines,
booby-traps and ot her devices on the basis of the revised rolling text
submtted by the Chairman (COWOONF. |/ CGEH CRP. 2/ Rev. 1). Upon the proposal of
the Chairman, the G oup agreed to set up various working groups to consider
the subject within the framework of the follow ng clusters of issues: (1)
scope of application; (2) definitions; (3) prohibitions and restrictions; and
(4) verification fact-finding and conpliance.

6. Wrking Goup I on “Prohibitions and Restrictions” and Techni ca
Mlitary Experts Group on “Definitions and Techni cal Annexes” held five and
two neetings respectively under the Chairmanship of M. C Narain of India
form9 to 17 August, assisted by M. Lin Kuo Chung of the Centre for

Di sarmanent Affairs. Wrking Goup | concentrated its efforts on the

del i berations of anendments to Articles 3-9 as well as possible new Articles
to the Protocol. The Technical Mlitary Experts Goup devoted its efforts on
Article 2 and Techni cal Annexes to Protocol II. 1In the course of

del i berations, various proposals were submtted. During this period, the
Chai rman of the Wrking Goup al so conducted i nformal consultations on those
i ssues.

7. Wrking Goup Il on “Verification and fact-finding” held two neetings
under the Chairmanship of M. Johan Ml ander, Chairman of the G oup of
Experts, assisted by M. Sohrab Kheradi, Secretary of the Goup of Experts.
The Working G oup had extensive discussions on all aspects relating to the
qguestion of a possible verification systemand fact-finding mssions with a
view to el aborating possible new articles to be added to Protocol Il. In the
course of the deliberations a nunber of proposals were put forward and
intensive informal consultations were conducted by the Chairman. Aternative
proposal s for verification and conpliance were el aborated and consi dered.
There is no consensus on the principle of establishing a verification system
for the purpose of this Protocol or Convention.

8. On 17 August the Secretary of the Group of Experts stated, inter alia,
that the CCW Convention is a multilateral instrunent binding States parties

and hence, no aspect related to its inplenentation, including those related to
any fact-finding mssion and/or Verification Comm ssion or other mechani sns

that woul d be part of the Convention or its Protocols, would have any

financial inplications as far as the United Nations budget is concerned.

9. Wrking Goup Il on “Scope of application” and Wrking Goup IV on
“Conpl i ance” held two neetings and one neeting respectively, under the

Chai rmanship of M. Peter Poptchev of Bulgaria from10 to 16 August, assisted
by M. Francesco Cottafavi of the Centre for Disarnanent Affairs. Wrking
QGoup Il had intensive deliberations on the possible extension of the scope
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of application beyond the present one to include al so armed conflicts not of
an international character. Various proposals were put forward on the issue.
Intensive informal consultations were also held by the Chairman of the Wrking
QG oup on the question of scope but there was no consensus on principle of
extending the scope of the Protocol to arned conflicts not of an international
character.

10. Wrking Goup IV had extensive discussions on several issues related to
the question of conpliance with the provisions of the Protocol. Subsequently,
various proposals were put forward on the issue.

11. On the basis of the deliberations in the various working groups, the

G oup of CGovernnental Experts, upon the proposal of the Chairman, agreed to

el aborate an integrated draft text of anendnents to Protocol Il in the plenary
nmeetings during the period 16 to 18 August. The revised and integrated draft
text of amendnents to the Protocol Il of the Convention is contained in the
new version of the Chairman's rolling text (COWCONF. |/ CGE CRP. 2/ Rev. 2) as
annexed to the present report.

12. On 15 August, the Group of CGovernnental Experts began a prelimnary
exchange of views on agenda item 11 entitled “Consideration of other proposals
relating to the Convention and its existing or future Protocol”. A nunber of
del egati ons nade statenents or introduced their proposals on blinding weapons,
naval mnes and snall calibre weapon systens. One del egation al so addressed
the issue of an anendrment to the Convention to provide for nore frequent
nmeetings of the States parties. A general exchange of views took place

wi thout prejudice as to whether the proposals would ultinately result in new
protocols. The Goup had before it for its consideration, the follow ng
docunents under agenda item 11:

(1) CCW CONF. | / G/ 9 - Background docunentation entitled “The rational e
for considering other proposals relating to the Convention and to
its existing or future protocols” prepared by the International
Commttee of the Red Cross;

(2) COWCOONF. I/ GH 11 - “Draft Protocol on Blinding Wapons”
subnmitted by Sweden;

(3) CCWCQONF. I/ &E/ 12 - “Draft Protocol on Naval Mnes” submtted by
Sweden;

(4) CCWCOONF. |/ GH/ 14 and Corr.1 - “Blinding weapons: expl anatory
menorandumto the proposal for a prohibition” submtted by Sweden;

(5) CCWQOONF. I/ &/ 15 - “Smal |l calibre weapon system Assistance in
Wund Bal |l istics Research and Testing” submtted by Switzerl and,



CCW CONF. | / GH 23
page 76

CCOW CONF. | / CGH 21
page 8

(6) CCWCQCONF. I/ GE/ 16 - “Draft Protocol on snall calibre weapon
systens” submtted by Switzerl and;

(7 CCWCONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 28 - “Draft Protocol on blindi ng weapons”
subnmitted by the International Conmmittee of the Red O oss;

(8) CCWQOONF. |/ GE/ CRP. 30 - “Draft Protocol on naval mnes” submtted
by France.

13. The G oup of Governmental Experts deci ded, on 18 August, to hold an
additional session in Geneva from9 to 20 January 1995. In this connection,
the G oup adopted the estinated costs for the fourth session as contained in
docunent CCW CONF. | / GH/ 17.

14. The Goup further took up for consideration agenda item 12(a) regardi ng
the question of date and duration for the Review Conference. On 18 August,
the G oup decided to hold the Review Conference in Geneva within the
tinme-frame 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995. The exact duration will be decided
at the fourth session of the G oup of Covernnmental Experts. At its final
meeting on 19 August 1994, the G oup of Covernnental Experts to prepare the
Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the Conventi on on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Wi ch May Be Deened to
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects deci ded to nom nate
the President of the CCWRevi ew Conference at the January 1995 session of the
QG oup of Governmental Experts and then consider the recomendati on of

M. Mol ander, the present Chairman of the G oup.

15. At its final plenary neeting, on 19 August 1994, the G oup of Experts
consi dered and adopted its draft progress report for the third session, as
contai ned in docunent CCW CONF. |/ GE CRP. 37, as orally amended, which is to be
i ssued as document CCW CONF. |/ GH 21.

16. The | ast paragraph of the letter of States parties to the Convention
subnmitted to the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations, dated

22 Decenber 1993, states: “The Goup of Experts should report to the States
parties before the end of 1994 on the results of its work on amendnents to
Protocol Il of the Convention”. Pursuant to that request, the Goup of
Experts decided to submt to the States parties its progress reports as
contai ned in documents CCWCOONF. |/ GE/ 4, CCW CONF. |1/ GE/ 8 and CCW CONF. | / GH/ 21
and to request the Secretariat to take appropriate action concerning this
matter.
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Annex.
CHAI RVAN S ROLLI NG TEXT

Expl anatory note by the Chairnan

The encl osed revised version of the Chairman's Rolling Text
(CCWCONF. | /GE/ CRP. 2/ Rev. 2) reflects the view of the Chairman of the G oup of
Covernnental Experts on the present state of negotiations on anmendnents to
Protocol Il of the Convention. The revised text will hopefully facilitate
consi deration of existing proposals in capitals, and will formthe basis for
the deliberations of the G oup of GCovernnental Experts at its fourth session
on 9-20 January 1995.

The text is made up of three parts. The first part reflects the current
state of negotiations on Articles 1 to 9. It also includes the new subject
areas of “Transfers” and “Technol ogi cal Cooperation and Assistance”. At this
stage views vary as to the appropriateness of including these subject areas
into the body of Protocol 11.

Appendi x | contains the proposed texts on verification and conpliance.
These texts do not, at the present stage, commt any del egation, as there is
no consensus on the addition of a verification regine to Protocol 11.

Appendi x Il contains proposals relating to the subject matter of
Protocol Il but which have been submtted in relation to the Main Convention
Aticle 1

[Material] Scope of Application

1. This Protocol relates to the [use] [enplacement] on [ and of the m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices defined herein, including mnes laid to

i nterdi ct beaches, waterway crossings or river crossings, but does not apply
to the use of anti-ship mnes at sea or in inland waterways.

[2. This Protocol shall apply in the situations referred to in Article 2
[and 3] and common to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 for the
Protection of War Victins, and [in Article 1 of Additional Protocol Il to the

Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949.] [and in conformty with the
international obligations of the parties concerned].
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3. In the case of conflicts referred to in [Article 1 of Additiona

Protocol I1] that take place in the territory of a Hgh Contracting Party that
has accepted this Protocol, the dissident arned groups referred to in [that
article] shall specifically be bound to apply the prohibitions and
restrictions of this Protocol on the same basis.

4. When one or nore of the parties to a conflict are not bound by this
Protocol, the parties to the conflict which are bound by the Protocol shal
remai n bound thereby in their nmutual relations. [Any party to a conflict
shal | be bound by this Protocol in relation to any other party to the conflict
which is not bound by the Protocol, if the latter accepts and applies the
Protocol ].

5. The application of the provisions of this Protocol to parties to a
conflict which are not Hgh Contracting Parties that have accepted this
Protocol shall not change their |egal status or the legal status of a disputed
territory, either explicitly or inplicitly.]

Note: Sone del egations support the view that the issue of scope should be
addressed in the Convention, rather than in the Protocol.

Note: There is no consensus on the principle of extending the scope of the
Protocol to conflicts not of an international character

Article 2
Definitions
For the purpose of this Protocol
1. “Mne” means a nunition placed under, on or near the ground or other

surface area and designed to be expl oded by the presence, proximty or contact
of a person or vehicle.

and “Renotel y-delivered mne” neans a nmne not directly enplaced but
delivered by artillery, mssile, rocket, nortar, or simlar nmeans, or dropped
froman aircraft. !

't was suggested that further consideration should be given to the
definition of “renotely-delivered nmne”.
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and “Anti-personnel mne” nmeans a mne designed to [be expl oded by the
presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will] incapacitate, injure
or kill one or nore persons.

2. “Booby-trap” neans any device or material which is designed, constructed
or adapted to kill or injure, and which functions unexpectedly when a person

di sturbs or approaches an apparently harni ess object or perforns an apparently
safe act.

3. “Qt her devices” neans manual |y enpl aced nunitions and devi ces desi gned
to kill, injure or damage and which are actuated by renmote control or
automatically after a | apse of tine.

4. “Mlitary objective” means, so far as objects are concerned, any object
which by its nature, |ocation, purpose or use nakes an effective contribution
to mlitary action and whose total or partial destruction, capture or
neutralization, in the circunstances ruling at the tinme, offers a definite
mlitary advantage.

5. “Gvilian objects” are all objects which are not mlitary objectives as
defined in paragraph 4.

6. “Mnefield” is an area in which mnes have been enpl aced.

and “Mned area” is an area which is dangerous due to the presence [or
suspect ed presence] of m nes.

7. “Recordi ng” neans a physical, admnistrative and techni cal operation
designed to obtain, for the purpose of registration in the official records,
all available information facilitating the location of mnefields, mnes,
booby-traps and ot her devi ces.

8. “Self destruction nechani snf means an incorporated automatically
functioni ng nmechani smwhi ch secures the destruction of a nmunition

and “Self neutralizing mechani snf nmeans an incorporated autonatically
functioni ng nechani smwhich renders a nunition inoperable.

[and “Sel f deactivation” neans automatically rendering a nunition inoperable
by means of the irreversible exhaustion of a conponent that is essential to
the operation of the rnunition.]

[and “Renote control” neans a control by commands from a di stance.]
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9. “Anti-handling device” nmeans a device by which a mine will explode when

an attenpt is made to renove, neutralize or destroy the nine.]

or [”Anti-handling device” neans a device to protect a mnunition agai nst
renoval . ]

Article 3

Ceneral restrictions on the use of mnes,
[ booby-traps] and other devices

1. This Article applies to:
(a) m nes;
(b) [ booby-traps;] and
(c) ot her devi ces.

2. Each State party or party to a conflict is, in accordance with the
provi sions of this Protocol, responsible for all mnes, [booby-traps,] and

ot her devices enployed by it [and undertakes to clear, remove or destroy them
at the end of active hostilities or as specified in Article 9 of this
Protocol ].

3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to direct weapons to which this
Article applies, either in offence, defence or by way of reprisals, against
the civilian popul ation as such or agai nst individual civilians.

4. The indiscrimnate use of weapons to which this Article applies is
prohibited. Indiscrimnate use is any placenent of such weapons:

(a) which is not on, or directed against, a mlitary objective; or

(b) whi ch enpl oys a method or means of delivery which cannot be
directed at a specific mlitary objective; or

(c) whi ch may be expected to cause incidental loss of civilian life,
injury to civilians, danage to civilian objects, or a conbination thereof,
whi ch woul d be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct mlitary
advant age anti ci pat ed.

[5. Several clearly separated and distinct mlitary objectives located in a
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians or civilian objects cannot be treated as a single mlitary

obj ecti ve. ]
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6. Al feasible precautions shall be taken to protect civilians fromthe

effects of weapons to which this Article applies. Feasible precautions are
those precautions which are practicable or practically possible taking into
account all circunstances ruling at the tine, including humanitarian and
mlitary considerations. These circunstances include, but are not limted to:

(a) the short- and long-termeffect of |andm nes upon the |oca
civilian popul ation for the duration of the mnefield

(b) possi bl e measures to protect civilians (e.g. fencing, signs,
war ni ng and noni toring);

(c) the availability and feasibility of using alternatives; and

(d) the short- and long-termmnilitary requirenents for a mnefield.
7. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any enpl acenent of m nes,
[ booby-traps] and other devices which may affect the civilian popul ation,
[unl ess circunstances do not permt].
[8. Restrictions and prohibitions in this Protocol shall facilitate the
ultinmate goal of a conplete ban on the production, stockpiling, use and trade
of anti-personnel |andm nes.]

Article 4

[Specific] restrictions on the use of mnes [other than renotely
delivered m nes], [booby-traps] and other devices

1. This Article applies to:
(a) mnes [other than renotely delivered m nes];
(b) [ booby-traps;] and
(c) ot her devi ces.

[ 2. Unl ess conbat between ground forces is taking place or appears to be
i mm nent, weapons to which this Article applies:

(a) must be placed within a perineter-nmarked area. The marking mnust
be visible and distinct, and of a kind which cannot be accidental ly renoved.
The perimeter-narked area nust be protected by fencing or other means, and
monitored by mlitary personnel; and
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(b) nmust, before abandonnent, be cleared or turned over to allied or
coalition forces that accept responsibility for maintenance of the protections
required by the provisions of this Article and for subsequent destruction or
recovery of the mnes and other devices placed within it.]

[2.(a) [Anti-personnel] m nes, booby-traps and other devices [w thout a
conbi nation of (1)] a self-destruction [or a self-neutralizing] nechanism and
(2) [self-deactivation] may be used only if:

1. They are placed within a perineter-marked [border] area and
protected by fencing or other neans to effectively exclude civilians
fromthe area. The marking nust at |east be visible to a person who is
about to enter the perinmeter-narked area. The nmarking nust be of a

di stinct and durabl e character. The area nust be continuously nonitored
by mlitary personnel; and *

2. They are cleared before leaving the area, unless that area is
turned over to allied or coalition forces that accept responsibility for
mai nt enance and subsequent clearance (i.e., renmoval or destruction) of

t hose weapons.

3. A party to the conflict is relieved fromfurther conpliance with the
provi si ons of subparagraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) above only if such conpliance is
unfeasible due to forcible loss of control of the area as a result of eneny
mlitary action. |If the party to the conflict regains control of the area, it
shal | resune conpliance with the provisions of the subparagraphs.]

[3]1[4]. If the forces of a party gain control of an area in which
[[anti-personnel] mnes, [booby-traps] and other devices] [weapons to which
this Article applies] have been laid, such forces shall [to the maxi mum ext ent
possible] maintain the [existing] protections required by this Article unti
such weapons have been cl ear ed.

't was al so suggested that Article 1, paragraph 2 (a) 1 should read as
fol | ows:

2. “M nes, [booby-traps,] and other devices that are not self-destructing
[or self-neutralizing] may be used only if:

(a) They are placed within a party's own territory fromwhich its
civilian popul ati on has been effectively evacuated, or, within a
perineter-marked area, in which case they shall be protected by fencing or
other neans to effectively exclude civilians fromthe area. The marki ng nust
be visible, distinct and durable. The nmarked area nust be continuously
nmonitored by mlitary personnel; and”
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[4]1]5]. [ M nes, booby-traps and ot her devices shall conply with the
m ni mum standards for reliability, design and construction contained in the
Techni cal Annex. ]

[5] 6] [ The intentional renoval, defacenent, destruction or conceal nent,
[by persons not under the command of a party,] of any device, systemor
material used to establish the perineter of a perineter-marked mnefield,
except followi ng the clearance of the mnefield, shall be prohibited.]

[6][7] [To facilitate clearance, all [anti-personnel] m nes,

[ booby-traps,] and other devices nust be [easily] [readily] detectable using
wi del y-avai | abl e equi pnent, such as el ectronic nmine detectors [in accordance
with the Technical Annex]. No [anti-personnel] mnes, [booby-traps,] and

ot her devices may be designed such that they will detonate by the operation of
standard m ne-sensi ng devi ces. ] 1/

Article 5
[Specific] restrictions on the use of renotely delivered m nes:
1. The use of renotely delivered mnes is prohibited unless [they possess
either a “self-neutralizing” or a “self-destruction” nechani sm[which

shoul d be capabl e of self-deactivation] [in accordance with the
Techni cal Annex]; and

[2. Al renotely-delivered mnes shall conply with the standards for arned
period, reliability, design and construction contained in the Technica
Annex. ]

Article 6

Prohibitions [on the use of] [regarding] [certain]
[ m nes] booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Wthout prejudice to the rules of international |aw applicable in arned
conflict relating to treachery and perfidy, it is prohibited in all

ci rcunstances to use booby-traps and other devices which are in any way
attached to or associated with:

(a) internationally recognized protective enbl ens, signs or signals;

1/ Views were expressed to the effect that this paragraph shoul d be
nmoved to Article 6 or Article 9.
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(b) si ck, wounded or dead persons;

(c) burial or cremation sites or graves;

(d) medi cal facilities, nedical equipnent, medical supplies or nedica
transportati on;

(e) children's toys or other portable objects or products specially
desi gned for feeding, health, hygiene, clothing or education of children

(f) food or drink;

(9) kitchen utensils or appliances except in mlitary establishments,
mlitary locations or mlitary supply depots;

(h) objects clearly of a religious nature;

(i) hi storic monurments, works of art or places of worship which
constitute the cultural or spiritual heritage of peoples;

(i) animal s or their carcasses.

[ 2. The [manufacture, stockpiling,] use [and transfer] of booby-traps in the
formof apparently harm ess portable objects is prohibited.]

3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to use any [mne,] booby-trap [or
ot her device] which is designed to cause superfluous injury or unnecessary
suffering.

[ 4. It is prohibited to use [, manufacture, stockpile, or transfer]
[anti-personnel] mnes which cannot be detected, that is, which cannot be
identified using w dely avail abl e equi pment such as el ectromagneti c nine
detectors [as specified in the Techni cal Annex].

[ 5. The States parties shall notify the Depositary of all stockpiles of
weapons to which this Article applies and undertake to destroy themw thin a
period of .. years. The States shall report annually on the progress nade
regardi ng i npl ementation of paragraphs 2 and 4 of this Article.]



CCW CONF. | / GH/ 23
page 85

CCW CONF. |/ &H 21
page 17

Article 6 bis

[ Prohi bition of the use, devel opment, manufacture, stockpiling
and transfer of certain mnes and booby-traps]

[1. It is prohibited to use, devel op, manufacture, stockpile or transfer,
directly or indirectly:

- Anti -personnel mnes defined in Article 2, [paragraph 1] of this
Prot ocol ; and]

- [Anti-personnel mnes without self-destruction or
sel f-neutralizi ng mechani sns]

[- Booby-traps defined in Article 2, [paragraph 2] of this Protocol.

2. The States parties undertake to destroy the weapons to which this
Article applies and which are in their ownership and/or possession.]

[Article 6 ter]
[ Transf ers]

[The States parties undertake, as a preventive neasure, not to transfer
any | andm nes, booby-traps and other devices to a country or countries the
territory of which is [or could becone] the subject of armed conflict whose
humani t ari an consequences, due to the abuse of the enpl oynent of |andmnes in
contravention to the relevant articles of this Protocol, could be considered
to be of grave proportions.

The inplementation of this undertaking shall, in all cases, be preceded
by nmonitoring and consultations (within the framework of the Internationa
Verification Comm ssion to be established under the revised Conventi on) and
may be carried out either by virtue of this Protocol or in response to a
respective decision by the United Nations Security Council.

This specific non-transfer obligation of the States parties shall in no
way interfere with or prejudi ce any other arrangenent regul ating the
international trade and transfer of |and mnes and rel evant equi prent the
States parties mght participate in.
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Expl anatory note :

The placenent of this newtext in a revised Protocol Il will depend on
t he devel opnent of the conceptual discussion in the G oup concerning the
division or fusion on the “use” and the “producti on and transfer” issues.]

[1. It is prohibited to transfer any weapon defined in Article 2 of this
Protocol to entities which are not States;

2. States parties undertake not to transfer any weapon defined in Article 2
of this Protocol to States which are not bound by this Protocol

3. States parties undertake not to transfer to other States parties any
weapon defined in Article 2 of this Protocol of which the use is
prohi bited in all circunstances;

4, States parties shall exercise restraint in transferring to other States
parties any weapon defined in Article 2 of this Protocol of which the
use is restricted.]

Article 7

Recordi ng and publication of the |ocation of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, [booby-traps] and ot her devices and all relevant information

1. The parties to a conflict shall record the |ocation of all mnefields,
m ned areas, [booby-traps] and other devices laid by them The recording
shal | be done in accordance with the Techni cal Annex.

2. Al such records shall be retained by the parties, who shall

(a) imredi ately after [the cessation of active hostilities] [the
effective cessation of hostilities and the neani ngful withdrawal of forces
fromthe conbat zone]:

(i) Take all necessary and appropriate neasures, including the
use of such records, to protect civilians fromthe effects
of the mnefields, mnes, [booby-traps] and other devices;

(ii) Make avail able to each other and to the Secretary-Ceneral of
the United Nations all information in their possession
concerning the | ocation of the mnefields, mnes,

[ booby-traps] and other devices in the zone of conflict;
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(b) When a United Nations force or mssion perforns, these functions
in any area, nake available to the authority nentioned in Article 8 such
information as is required by that Article; !

[(c) Provide for the release of information concerning the |ocation of
the mnefields, mnes, booby-traps] and other devices, particularly in
agreenents covering the cessation of hostilities;]

(d) Make avail able to each other all informati on concerning the date
of neutralization or destruction of mnes equi pped with either a neutralizing
mechani sm[or process] or a destruction nmechanism][or process] as defined in
paragraphs 8 and 9 of Article 2 of this Protocol;

(e) Make avail able to each other all relevant technical information
in particular, concerning the detection and | ocation of the m nes,
[ booby-traps] and other devices, which can be used for purposes of clearance.

't was suggested that the wording of subparagraph 2 (b) shoul d be
revised in the light of the final text of Article 8.
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Article 8

Protection of [forces, m ssions, agencies and other bodies under the
authority of the United Nations, of regional arrangenents (agencies)
acting under Chapter VII1 of the United Nations Charter] [and of

the International Commttee of the Red Ooss] fromthe effects of

m nefi el ds, m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices 2

1. When a [force, m ssion, agency or other body under the authority either
of the United Nations or of a regional arrangenment (agency) acting under
Chapter VIII of the United Nations Charter [or any other organization
providing relief action undertaken subject to the agreenent of the parties
concerned in such relief action,] performs functions of peacekeeping,
observation, humanitarian assistance or simlar functions] in any area, each
party to the conflict shall, if requested by the respective head of the force,
m ssi on, [agency or other body] in that area [and in accordance with the
United Nations Charter]:

(a) remove or render harmess all mnes, [booby-traps] and ot her
devices in that area

(b) take such nmeasures as may be necessary to protect the [force,
m ssi on, agency or other body] fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, [booby-traps] and other devices while carrying out its duties, and

(c) make avail able [to the head of the United Nations force or
mssion] [to the head of the requesting agency] in that area all information
in the party's possession concerning the |ocation of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, [booby-traps] and ot her devices in that area.

Bracket ed | anguage will require further consideration in the |ight of
ongoing related work in the Ad Hoc Committee on the Safety of United Nations
Personnel, at the United Nations General Assenbly Sixth Commttee.

2t was suggested that the specific nmeasures described in Article 8
should be Iimted to United Nations forces or mssions in light of their
far-reachi ng character. At the sanme tine, it was suggested that appropriate
protections be given to an even broader range of peacekeeping forces, or
internationally recognized humanitarian or relief activities, which mght, in
appropriate cases, include mne clearance, provision of information on the
| ocation of mnes, or the provision of escorts.
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2. When a [force, m ssion, agency or other body under the authority of the

United Nations or of a regional arrangenent (agency) acting under Chapter VIII
of the United Nations Charter] perforns functions in any area, any party to
the conflict concerned shall provide protection of that body except where,
because of the size of such body, it cannot adequately provide such
protection. |In that case it shall nake available to the head of the [force

m ssi on, agency or other body] in that area the information in its possession
concerning the location, in that area, of mnefields, mned areas, mnes

[ booby-traps] and ot her devices.

[3. Each party to the conflict shall provide information and protection as
specified in paragraphs 1 and 2 and under the conditions set out therein to
the International Commttee of the Red Oross when the latter is working in an
area of mnefields, mned areas, mnes [booby-traps] and ot her devices.]

Article 9

[ Rermoval of mnefields, [mned areas,] mnes, [booby-traps]
and ot her devices and international cooperation] !

1. [Upon the cessation of active hostilities] [After the effective
cessation of hostilities and the meani ngful withdrawal of forces fromthe
conbat zone] each party to the conflict shall clear, renmove or destroy, or
mai ntain in accordance with Article 4, all mnefields, mned areas

[ booby-traps,] and other devices remaining in territory under its control.

2. If mnes, [booby-traps] and other devices laid by a party to a conflict
are in territory not under its control, each party to the conflict is further
obliged to provide tinmely infornation and technical and naterial assistance
necessary to clear all such devices.

3. Further, the parties shall endeavour to reach agreenent, both anong

t hensel ves and, where appropriate, with other States and with internati ona
organi zations, on the provision of technical and material assistance -

i ncluding, in appropriate circunstances, joint operations - necessary to
remove or otherw se render ineffective mnefields, mned areas, [booby-traps]
and ot her devices laid during the conflict.

't was suggested that the provisions relating to the renmoval of m nes
as well as to the internati onal cooperation necessary for such renoval shoul d
be treated in a specific article.

It was al so suggested that Article 9 should be distinct from proposals
concer ni ng techni cal assi stance which m ght become necessary in order to apply
the technical requirenments resulting fromproosals for prohibitions and
restrictions proposed by some del egati ons.
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4. The activities regarding renoval referred to in this Article shall,

where appropriate, be carried out in consultation with any other parties
affected

[ 5. Upon receiving the request froma State party for any technica
assi stance, to nmeet the requirenent/specifications laid down for the m nes
(self-destruct, self-neutralizing); the Depositary of this Convention will
render this assistance free of cost.]

It will enploy all possible nmeans at its disposal to ensure

(a) Transfer of technol ogy from advanced nations to the devel opi ng
countries for acquisition on no cost basis;

(b) Al locate requisite funds for the assistance through United Nations
coor di nat ed progranne. ]

Proposal s regarding Article 9

[ Technol ogi cal cooperation and assi stance

1. Each State party shall undertake to facilitate and shall have the right
to participate in, the fullest possible exchange of equi prent, material and
scientific and technol ogi cal infornation concerning neans of nine clearance.

2. The States parties shall undertake to provide information concerning
various nmeans and technol ogi es of mne clearance to the data bank established
within the United Nati ons system The data bank shall contain the infornmation
provi ded by States parties and international organi zati ons whi ch upon the
request will be freely available to all States parties

3. The coordi nated m ne-cl earance programme established within the
United Nations as per in the United Nations General Assenbly resolution 48/7
adopted without a vote shall also, within the resources available to it, and
at the request of a State party, provide expert advice and assist the State
party in identifying howits programres for the m ne cl earance coul d be

i npl enent ed.

4. Each State party undertakes to provide assistance through the
Uni ted Nations coordi nated programme and ot her rel evant United Nati ons bodies
and to this end to elect to take one of the follow ng two measures:

(a) to contribute to the voluntary fund for assistance, established by
the United Nations coordi nated programme;

(b) to declare not |ater than 90 days after the amended Protocol II

enters into force for it, the kind of assistance it might provide in response
to an appeal by the United Nations coordinated programre. |f, however, a
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State party subsequently is unable to provide the assistance envisaged in its
declaration it is still under the obligation to provide assistance in
accordance with this paragraph.

5. The request by a State party to receive assistance, substantiated by
rel evant information, shall be submtted to the United Nations programme and
the Depositary that shall transmt it immediately to all States parties and
related international organi zati ons. Subsequently after the receipt of the
request, an investigation shall be initiated in order to provide foundation
for further action. A report consequently shall be forwarded, acconpani ed by
rel evant facts related to the request as well as the type and scope of the
assi st ance needed. ]

Techni cal Annex

1. Qui del i nes on recordi ng

The recording of the location of mnefields, mned areas, [booby-traps]
and ot her devi ces shall be done as per the follow ng guidelines:

(a) Maps, diagranms or other records should be nade in such a way as to
indicate the | ocation of mnefields, mned areas, [booby-traps] and ot her
devi ces; as far as mnefields and mned areas are concerned they should al so
indicate their perineters and extent.

(b) The location of the mnefields and m ned areas shoul d be specified
accurately by relation to the coordi nates of reference points and the
estimated di mensions of the area containing mnes in relation to those
ref erence points.

(c) The | ocation of [booby-traps] and other devices should be
specified accurately, by relation to the coordi nates of reference points.

(d) [ The estinmated | ocation and area of renotely delivered m nes
shoul d be specified accurately by coordinates of reference points and should
be ascertai ned and marked on the ground at the earliest opportunity. The
total nunber and type of mines laid, the date and time of laying and the
sel f-neutralizing/self-destruction [/sel f-deactivation] time period shoul d
al so be recorded.]

(e) For purposes of detection and cl earance of nines, [booby-traps]
and ot her devices, diagrans or other records should contain conplete
informati on on the type, nunber, enplacing nethod, type of fuse and life tine,
date and time of laying, of all the munitions |aid.

[(f) Concept of a repository of records.]
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2. Specifications for the detectability of mnes

(a) [To facilitate detection and cl earance of mnes by widely
avai |l abl e detection equi pnment a mninmumof 6 grans of [irrenmovable] ironin a
singl e coherent mass has to be integrated in all mnes.]

(b) [A sufficient quantity of [irrenovable] material or any
appropriate device, [incorporating detectability equivalent to 8 granms of iron
in a single coherent nass,] to enabl e detection by commonly avail abl e
techni cal detection equi prent shall be placed in or on every [anti-personnel]
m ne enpl aced. ]

(c) [To facilitate detection and cl earance, all m nes nust have
irrenovabl e netallic elenents in their construction.]

[3. Specifications for self-destruction and self-neutralizing mechanisns and

for self-deactivation]

(a) [ M nes, booby-traps, and ot her devices with self-destruction [or
sel f-neutralization] mechanisns, [or with self-deactivation], shall be
desi gned and constructed so that no nore than 1 in every 1,000 such munitions
will be operable .. days after enpl acenent. ] !

(b) [ M nes, booby-traps, and other devices with self-deactivation
shal | be designed and constructed so that, once deactivated, they cannot be
reacti vated by means avail abl e outside their manufacture plant or a conparabl e
facility.]

[4. International sign for mnefields and m ned areas ]

't was suggested that a shorter time limt be established for renotely
delivered anti-personnel m nes.
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APPENDI X |

Proposal s relating to verification and conpliance

[Article 10]

[Verification Conm ssion

[1. Wt hin after entry into force of this Article, the Depositary
shal | convene a neeting in New York of Parties bound by this Article, which
shal | designate of their nunber to serve as a Verification Conm ssion

taking into account equitable geographic distribution. Menbers of the
Comm ssion shall serve for two-year periods and shall be eligible for
re-election. The Comm ssion shall take all its decisions by consensus if
possi bl e, but otherwise by a majority of nmenbers present and voting. ]

[1. Each State party shall be entitled to ask the Depositary to convene a
Verification Conm ssion within a period of one week, to conduct an inquiry in
order to clarify and resolve any questions relating to possible non-conpliance
with the provisions of this Protocol concerning the use of mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices. The request for an inquiry shall be acconpani ed by

rel evant information and evidence confirmng its validity. !

2. Any State party may appoint a representative to the Verification

Comm ssi on which shall meet in New York. Subject to the provisions of
paragraph 3 of this Article [and paragraph 1 of Article 11] the Verification
Conmi ssion shall take its decisions by consensus if possible, but otherw se by
a mgjority of menbers present and voting. ] 2

The costs of the Verification Conmssion's activity shall be covered by
the States parties in accordance with the United Nations scal e of assessnents,
adjusted to allow for differences between the nunber of States Menbers of the
United Nations and the nunber of States parties, subject to the provision of
(Article 11, para. 3).

't was suggested that it should al so be possible for the
Secretary-CGeneral to request the convening of a Verification Commission in
cases where all eged violations of the Protocol affect peacekeeping forces
under his control

2t was suggested that the participation of a quorumof a sinple
maj ority shoul d be necessary for a Verification Conm ssion to be instituted.
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[3. The Verification Comm ssion shall, not |ater than 48 hours after it has

been convened, decide whether to conduct the inquiry requested.]

[3. An inquiry shall be held unless the Verification Comm ssion decides, not
later than 48 hours after it has been convened, with a najority of two thirds
of its nenbers present and voting that the information and evi dence produced
does not justify an inquiry.]

For the purposes of the inquiry the Verification Conmm ssion shall seek
useful assistance and relevant information from States parties and
i nternational organi zations concerned and from any other appropriate sources.]

[Article 11]
[ Fact-fi nding m ssions

[1. The inquiry shall be suppl enented by evidence col | ected on the spot or
in other places under the jurisdiction or control of the party to the conflict
concerned unl ess the Verification Conm ssion decides with a najority of two
thirds of its nenbers present and voting that no such evidence is required.]

[1. The Verification Comm ssion nay decide that the inquiry has to be

suppl ement ed by evi dence collected on the spot and in any place under the
jurisdiction or control of the party to a conflict concerned.] |In such cases
the Verification Comm ssion shall notify the party to a conflict concerned of
the decision to send a teamof experts to conduct a fact-finding mssion at

| east 24 hours before the team of experts is expected to arrive. It shall
informall States parties of the decision taken as soon as possi bl e.

2. For the purposes of paragraph 1 of this Article, the Depositary shall
prepare a list of qualified experts provided by States parties, and constantly
keep this list updated. The experts shall be designated in view of the
particular fields of expertise that could be required in a fact-finding

m ssi on concerning the all eged use of mnes, booby-traps and ot her devi ces.
The initial list as well as any subsequent change to it shall be commruni cated,
inwiting, to each State party without delay. Any qualified expert included
inthis list shall be regarded as designated unless the State party, not |ater
than 30 days after its receipt of the list declares its non-acceptance [, in
whi ch event the Verification Comm ssion shall decide whether the expert in
question shall be designated].

3. Upon receiving a request fromthe Verificati on Comm ssion, the
Depositary shall appoint a teamof experts fromthe list of qualified experts
to conduct a fact-finding mssion at the site of the alleged incident.
Experts who are nationals of States parties involved in the armed conflict
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concerned or of States parties which requested the inquiry shall not be
chosen. The Depositary shall dispatch the teamof experts at the earliest
opportunity taking into account the safety of the team

4, The party to a conflict concerned shall nake the necessary arrangenents
to receive, transport and accomodate the team of experts in any place under
its jurisdiction or control. !

5. When the team of experts has arrived on the spot, it nmay hear a
statenent of information by official representatives of the party to a
conflict concerned and nmay question any person likely to be connected with the
all eged violation. The teamof experts shall have the right of access to al
areas and installations where evidence of violation of this Protocol could be
collected. The party to a conflict concerned may make any arrangenents it
consi ders necessary for the protection of sensitive equipnent, information and
areas unconnected with the subject of the fact-finding mssion [, or for any
constitutional obligations it may have with regard to proprietary rights
searches and sei zures, or other constitutional protections. In that event, it
shal | make every reasonable effort to satisfy the legitimate needs of the team
of experts through other neans.]

6. After having conpleted its fact-finding mssion, the teamof experts
shall submt a report to the Depositary not |later than one week after | eaving
the territory of the State party in question. The report shall summarize the
factual findings of the mssion related to the alleged non-conpliance with the
Protocol. The Depositary shall pronptly transmt the report of the team of
experts to all States parties.]

[Article 12]

[ Conpl i ance
1. The States parties undertake to consult each other and to cooperate with
each other in order to resolve any problens that may arise with regard to the
[interpretation and] application of the provisions of this Protocol.
2. [If the Verification Conm ssion concl udes, based on the inquiry,

i ncluding any report of the teamof experts referred to in article 11
paragraph 6, that there has been a violation of the provisions of this

't was suggested that further consideration be given to the issue of
the cost of travel by the team of experts.
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Protocol on the use of mnes, booby-traps and other devices, the parties to
the conflict which are responsible shall be required to take all appropriate
nmeasures to remedy the situation and, in particular, to ensure the renoval of
the mnefields and mines.]

[ The Verification Conm ssion shall review the report of the inspection
teamas soon as it is presented. |If the Verification Conmm ssion reaches the
conclusion that further action may be necessary, it shall take appropriate
nmeasures to redress the situation and to ensure conpliance with this
Prot ocol . ]

[ However, if the Verification Conm ssion finds that there has been no
violation of the Protocol, the party which initiated the proceedi ngs will bear
the costs incurred by the Verification Comm ssion.]

If the parties to the conflict responsible for the violation cannot, for
a duly supported reason, conply with the provisions of the previous paragraph
they shall arrange financing, |ogistical support and staff for mne renoval
operations by qualified experts. For the purposes of this paragraph, the
Depositary shall conpile and keep up to date a list of qualified experts
supplied by the States parties, on whomthe Depositary may call to conduct the
correspondi ng operation.

[3. If weapons covered by this Protocol have been used in violation of its
provisions, the States parties shall take collective nmeasures, in accordance
with international |law, against the State party or States parties responsible
for the violation.

4. In the event of a serious violation or emergency calling in question
conpliance with the provisions of the Protocol, the Verification Comm ssion
shal | consider what action to take. The question nay be brought to the
attention of the Security Council of the United Nations under the conditions
and in accordance with the procedures specified in the Charter of the

United Nations.]

[ 4. In cases where serious damage to the object and purpose of this Protocol
may result fromactivities prohibited by Articles (3-6), the Verification
Conmi ssion may reconmend col | ective nmeasures to States parties in conformty
with international |aw and, as appropriate, bring the issue to the attention
of the United Nations Security Council.]

5. The provisions of the 1949 Geneva Conventions relating to the repression

of breaches and grave breaches shall apply to breaches and grave breaches of
this Protocol. Each party to a conflict shall take all appropriate nmeasures
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to prevent and suppress breaches of this Protocol. Any act or omssion in
violation of this Protocol, if commtted wilfully or wantonly and causi ng
death or serious injury to the civilian popul ation shall be treated as a grave
breach. A party to the conflict which violates the provisions of this
Protocol shall, if the case demands, be liable to pay conpensation, and shal
be responsible for all acts commtted by persons formng part of its arned
forces. Hgh Contracting Parties and parties to a conflict shall require that
commanders ensure that menbers of the arnmed forces under their command are
aware of, and conply with, their obligations under this Protocol.]

The followi ng has been presented as an alternative text to Articles 10,
11 and 12. ?

[Verification and conpliance

1. Each State party to the Convention undertake to take necessary neasures
to prohibit indiscrimnate use of |andn nes.

2. Each State party undertakes to protect civilians fromthe effects of the
use of |andm nes and further undertakes to ensure that all the | andm nes neet
the requirenents of this Protocol

3. Each State party to this Protocol undertakes to facilitate the fullest
possi bl e exchange of technol ogical information in order to assist State
parties to conply with restrictions/requirenents of this Protocol.

4. Each State party undertakes to provi de/ exchange information with other
States parties to pronote transparency and credibility for w der adherence to
this Protocol's requirenments/restrictions.

5. Each State party to this Convention affirmthe recogni zed objective of
prohi biting the indiscrimnate use of landm nes and to this end undertake to
provide on a voluntary basis pertinent infornmation to the depositary annually,
i.e.:

't was stated that the neasures in the proposal coul d be devel oped
further.
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(a) Progress on inplenentation of Protocol 11;

(b) Informati on on recovery destruction/clearance after mlitary use
of m nes;
(c) Informati on on casualty to civilian popul ation occurred due to

depl oynent of such mines in her territory.]
[Article ... 1
[ Commi ssion of States parties

1. For the purposes of this Protocol, a Comm ssion shall be established by
the States parties. The Conm ssion of States parties shall neet in CGeneva
regularly. Any State party nmay appoint a representative to the Conmmi ssion.
The 1CRC shall be invited to participate in the work of the Conmission as an
observer. The Commission shall consider annual reports provided by the States
parties on the inplenentation of the Protocol. The Conmm ssion shall take its
deci sions by consensus if possible, but otherwi se by a najority of nenbers
present and voti ng.

2. Each State party undertakes to provide annually the relevant information
to the Comm ssion, i.e.:

(a) Progress on inplenentation of the Protocol II;
(b) I nformati on on m ne cl earance;

(c) Information on civilian casualties occurring due to depl oynent of
mnes inits territory.

3. Each State party undertakes to provi de/ exchange information with other
State parties to pronote transparency and credibility for w der adherence to
this Protocol requirenments/restrictions.

!Some del egations consider that elenents of this text may be nore
appropriately addressed through amendrment of the Convention, rather than of
Protocol Il. Further, this text is without prejudice to proposals for nore
frequent neetings of the Review Conference than currently provided for in the
Convent i on.
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[4. Each State party to this Protocol undertakes to facilitate the fullest

possi bl e exchange of technological information in order to assist States
parties to conply with restrictions/requirenents of this Protocol.]

5. The Comm ssion shall also carry out other functions as are necessary for
the inplenmentation and review of this Protocol

6. The costs of the Commi ssion's activities shall be covered by the States
parties in accordance with the United Nations scale of assessnents, adjusted
to allow for differences between the nunber of States Menbers of the

United Nations and the nunber of States parties.]
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APPENDI X I
G her Proposal s
RUSSI AN FEDERATI ON
Convent i on
Article 5. Entry into Force
1. This Convention shall enter into force three nmonths after the date of

deposit of the sixth instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval or
accessi on.

Paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of this Article to be nodified in accordance with
the amendnents to paragraph 1.

Article 9
(a) New par agraphs. Denunci ati on

1. Any H gh Contracting Party may, by so notifying the Depositary, denounce
this Convention or any of the annexed Protocols upon the expiry of 10 years
since the date on which the Convention and any of its Protocols canme into
force. Such denunciation shall take effect one year after the date on which

it is registered.

2. Any H gh Contracting Party which ratifies this Convention and any of its
annexed Protocols and does not, within the year followi ng the expiry of the
10-year period mentioned in the precedi ng paragraph, exercise the right of
denunciation provided for in this Article, shall be bound for a further

10-year period and nay thereafter denounce this Convention or any of its
annexed Protocols upon the expiry of each 10-year period under the terns of
this article.

(b) The first sentence of the existing paragraph 2 to be del et ed.
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Pr ot oco

Article 6

Prohi bition on the use of certain mnes

It is prohibited to use

- Anti - personnel m nes which do not have metallic el ements in their
construction

Proposal by Estonia

Protocol on anti-personnel |andm nes

It is prohibited to use, devel op, nmanufacture, stockpile and transfer

anti - personnel | andm nes.

The States parties bound by this Protocol undertake to destroy the

anti - personnel | andm nes which are in their possession
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CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Giginal:  ENGISH
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS

OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

10.

11.

12.

13.

PROVI SI ONAL AGENDA
Openi ng of the Conference by the Chairman of the G oup of Governnental
Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively |njurious or
to Have Indiscrimnate Effects
Subm ssion of the final report of the Goup of Governnental Experts
El ection of the President
Adoption of the Agenda

Adoption of the Rules of Procedure

Confirmation of the nom nation of the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Conf er ence

El ection of Vice-Presidents of the Review Conference, Chairmen and
Vice-Chairnen of the Drafting Commttee, the Gredentials Conmttee and
the Main Conmittees

Message fromthe Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations

Adoption of arrangenents for meeting the costs of the Conference

Appoi ntrent of the Credentials Committee

O gani zation of work including that of the subsidiary bodies of the
Conf erence

General exchange of views (Plenary)

Revi ew of the scope and operation of the Convention and its annexed
Pr ot ocol s
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14, Consi deration of any proposal for the Convention and its existing
Prot ocol s

15. Consi deration of proposals for additional protocols to the Convention

16. Report of the Credentials Committee

17. Reports of the Main Committees

18. Report of the Drafting Committee

19. Consi deration and adoption of the final docunents

20. QG her matters
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Annot at i ons

Mpeni ng of the Conference by the Chai rnan of the G oup of Governnental

Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the States Parties to the

Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Convent i onal Wapons Wiich May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or

to Have Indiscrimnate Effects

The first Review Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons
Whi ch May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects (CCW will be opened at 3.00 p.m on

25 Septenber 1995 at the Austria Centre in Vienna.

The Chairman of the Group of Governnental Experts, Anbassador Johan
Mol ander of Sweden, shall open the Revi ew Conference.

Subnmi ssion of the final report of the Goup of Governnental Experts

At its final plenary neeting, on 20 January 1995, the G oup of
Covernnental Experts adopted its Final Report, as contained in docunent
CCW CONF. |/ GE/ 23, which is subnmitted for considerati on of the Review
Conference as docunent CCWCONF.1/1. Proposals for anendnents to the

Convention and to its annexed Protocol II, as well as for an additional
Protocol IV are included in the Final Report of the Goup of
Covernnental Experts, as annexes | and II, respectively. Pursuant to

Rule 29 of the draft rules of procedure those proposals shall constitute
the basic proposals for consideration by the Conference. The progress
reports of the previous three sessions of the Goup of Government al
Experts are also included in the Final Report, as annex V.

The Final Report of the Goup of Governnental Experts shall be submtted
by the Chairman of the G oup of Governnmental Experts to the Review
Conference for its consideration.

El ection of the President

Rule 6 of the draft rules of procedure provides that the Conference
shal |l elect a President fromanong the States Parties participating in
t he Conference.

At its final plenary neeting, on 20 January 1995, the G oup of
CGovernnental Experts unani nously deci ded to nom nate Anbassador Johan
Mol ander of Sweden, the Chairman of the Goup, as the President of the
Revi ew Conf er ence.
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Adoption of the Agenda

At its final neeting, on 20 January 1995, the Goup of Covernnental
Experts approved the draft provisional agenda for the Review Conference,
as contained in its Final Report (document CCWCONF.I/1 - Annex IV) and
recommrended it for adoption by the Review Conference. The present
docunent contai ns the provisional agenda w th annotati ons.

Adoption of the Rul es of Procedure

At its final neeting, on 20 January 1995, the Goup of Covernnental
Experts approved the draft rules of procedure for the Review Conference,
as contained in its Final Report (document CCWCONF.I/1 - Annex II1) and
recomrended their adoption by the Revi ew Conf erence.

Confirmation of the nomnation of the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Conf er ence

On 20 January 1995, the Group of Governnental Experts decided to invite
the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations to nom nate a provisional
Secretary-CGeneral of the Review Conference, in consultation with the
States parties, in order to carry out various tasks during the period
begi nning at the end of the fourth session until the convening of the
Conference, the noninee to be confirmed by the Revi ew Conference. The
QG oup also decided to request its Chairman to convey the wi sh of the
States parties to the appropriate United Nations authorities that

M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of the Centre for D sarnmament
Affairs and Secretary of the Goup of Governnental Experts, be appointed
as provisional Secretary-Ceneral of the Review Conference, with the
under st andi ng that his nom nati on woul d be confirned by the Review

Conf er ence.

By a letter dated 21 February 1995, addressed to the Chairman of the

G oup of CGovernnmental Experts, the Secretary-General of the

United Nations appointed M. Kheradi as provisional Secretary-Ceneral of
t he Revi ew Conf erence.

El ection of Vice-Presidents of the Review Conference, Chairman_and
Vice-Chairnen of the Drafting Commttee, the Credentials Committee and

the Main Committees

In accordance with Rule 6 of the draft rules of procedure, the
Conference shall elect fromanong the States parties participating in
the Conference nine Vice-Presidents as well as the Chairnman and a

Vi ce-Chairman for each of the three main committees, the Drafting
Commttee and the Credentials Coonmittee. These officers shall be
elected so as to ensure the representative character of the General
Committee provided for in Rule 10 (“The General Committee shall be
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conposed of the President, who shall preside, nine Vice-Presidents, the
Chairnmen of the three main committees, the Drafting Conmittee and the

Cedentials Conmittee.”).

Message fromthe Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations

The Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations will address the Review
Conference via a video message during the high-1evel segnent of the
general exchange of views.

Adoption of arrangenents for neeting the costs of the Conference

At its final neeting, on 20 January 1995, the Goup of Covernnental
Experts adopted the estimated costs for the Review Conference as

contai ned in docunent CCW CONF. |/ GE 22/ Rev.1. In this connection and
pursuant to a request by the President-designate of the Review
Conference that the plenary neetings of the Conference during the period
25 to 28 Septenber be held at the Austria Centre, it is envisaged that

an additional estimated cost of US$ 80,000 will be incurred. It is
i ntended to apportion the actual additional expenditure anong the
participants in the Conference at the tinme of the final billing when

total actual expenditures have been recorded.

In accordance with Rule 16 of the draft rules of procedure, the costs of
the Review Conference will be met by the States parties to the
Convention participating in the Review Conference in accordance with the
United Nations scal e of assessnent, adjusted to take into account

di fferences between the United Nations nenbership and the participation
of States parties in the Conference. States which are not States
parties to the Convention and which accept the invitation to take part
in the Review Conference will share in the costs to the extent of their
respective rates of assessment under the United Nations scale. States
were inforned about their assessed share of the estimated costs of the
Conference and the estimated additional costs in a note verbale to that
effect.

Appoi ntment of the Oredentials Committee

In accordance with Rule 4 of the draft rules of procedure, there shall
be a Oredentials Commttee consisting of five nenbers el ected by the
Conference on the proposal of the President. The Committee will exam ne
the credentials of representatives and report to the Conference.

O gani zation of work including that of the subsidiary bodies of the
Conf er ence

Wth the adoption of the draft rules of procedure the Review Conference
will establish a General Conmmttee, which shall be conposed of the
Presi dent, who shall preside, nine Vice-Presidents, the Chairmen of the
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three main Conmittees, the Drafting Conmittee and the Credential s
Committee. The Review Conference will also establish three main

Comm ttees, which shall receive their assignments fromthe Conference
and report to it; the Drafting Commttee, which will be conposed of
representatives of the same States which are represented on the General
Committee; and a Oredentials Conmttee. The Conference and the Min
Comm ttees nay establish working groups.

The President of the Conference has proposed the follow ng distribution
of work anmong the three Main Conmttees:

- Main Committee |:
Revi ew of the scope and operation of the Convention and its
annexed Protocols, consideration of any proposals relating to the
Convention and preparation and consideration of the fina
docunent s;

- Main Committee I1:
Consi deration of any proposal relating to the Protocols annexed to
t he Conventi on;

- Main Committee I11:
Consi deration of proposals for additional Protocols to the
Convent i on.

A proposed Programme of Wrk for the Conference has been issued as
docunent CCW CONF. | /| NF. 2

Pursuant to Rule 44 of the draft rules of procedure the plenary neetings
of the Conference and the neetings of the Main Commttees shall be held
in public, unless the body concerned deci des otherw se. As a genera
rule, nmeetings of other conmmttees and working groups shall be held in
private.

Ceneral _exchange of views (Pl enary)

The general exchange of views will take place during the plenary
neetings to be held on 26 and 27 Septenber (high Ievel segment) and
thereafter any tinme the President of the Conference will deemit to be
necessary. Pursuant to Rule 49.2 of the draft rules of procedure
representatives of non-governnental organizations nmay nake ora
statenents in plenary nmeetings on questions in which they have a speci al
conpet ence, upon the invitation of the presiding officer of the plenary
and subject to the approval of that body. A plenary neeting has been
envi saged for that purpose on 28 Septenber.
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Revi ew of the scope and operation of the Convention and its annexed
Prot ocol s

Pursuant to article 8.3 (a) of the Convention and the request of

30 States parties, the Secretary-General of the United Nations, in his
capacity as Depositary of the Convention, has proceeded to convene this
Conference, to review the scope and operation of the Convention and the
Protocol s annexed thereto and to consider any proposal for amendrents to
the Convention or to the existing Protocols or any proposal for

addi tional protocols relating to other categories of conventional
weapons not covered by the existing annexed Protocols and to consider
whet her provi sions shoul d be nmade for the convening of a further

conf erence.

Consideration of any proposal for the Convention and its existing
Prot ocol s

Proposal s for amendnents to the Convention and its annexed Protocol II
are included in the Final Report of the Goup of CGovernmental Experts as
annex | (document CCWCONF.1/1). Pursuant to Rule 29, of the draft

rul es of procedure, these proposals shall constitute the basic proposal s
for consideration by the Conference, under this item

Consi deration of proposals for additional Protocols to the Convention

A proposal for an additional Protocol IV is included in the Final Report
of the Goup of Governmental Experts, as annex |l (docunent

CCWOCONF. 1/1). Pursuant to Rule 29 of the draft rules of procedure that
proposal shall constitute the basic proposal for consideration by the
Conference under this item

Report of the Credentials Committee

The Conference shall take note of the Report of the Oredentials
Comm ttee.

Reports of the Main Committees

The Conference shall take note of the Reports of the Main Committees.

Report of the Drafting Committee

Pursuant to Rule 36 of the draft rules of procedure, the Review
Conference will establish a Drafting Committee, conposed of
representatives of the same States which are represented on the General
Conmmittee. It shall coordinate the drafting of and edit all texts
referred to it by the Conference or by a Main Conmittee, w thout
altering the substance of the texts, and report to the Conference or to
the Main Conmittee as appropriate. It should al so, without reopening
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19.

20.

the substantive discussion on any matter, fornulate drafts and give

advi ce on drafting as requested by the Conference or a Main Committee.
Representatives of other States nay also attend the neetings of the
Drafting Conmttee and may participate in its deliberations when natters
of particular concern to themare under discussion.

The Conference shall take note of the report of the Drafting Commttee.

Consi deration and adoption of the final docunents

The Conference shall consider and adopt the final documents under this
item

Qher matters

Any other natters may be raised as the situation warrants.
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCW CONF. 1/ 3

TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR

RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN 2 Cctober 1995
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Giginal:  ENGISH
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS

OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

LETTER DATED 27 SEPTEMBER 1995 FROM H E. ANA MARI JA BESKER, PERVANENT
REPRESENTATI VE O THE REPUBLI C OF CROATI A TO THE UN TED NATI ONS AND
| NTERNATI ONAL ORGANI ZATI ONS AT Ml ENNA,  ADDRESSED TO THE PRESI DENT CF
THE REVI EW CONFERENCE CF THE STATES PARTI ES TO THE GCONVENTI ON ON
PRCH Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL
WEAPONS WH CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJUR QUS OR TO HAVE

I NDI SCR M NATE EFFECTS

| have the honour to draw your attention to the document
CCWCQONF. I/INF. 3 - “List of States Parties and Signatories of the Convention
on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons
Whi ch May Be Deenmed to be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate
Effects (and Protocol s)”, dated 22 Septenber 1995

The document refers to “Yugoslavia” as a state party to the Convention
The Republic of OGroatia strongly objects to the inclusion of “Yugoslavia” in
the list of States Parties and Signatories to the Convention on Prohibitions
or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened
to be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects (and Protocols).

In this connection, | want to recall the relevant resolutions of the
Security Council and the United Nations CGeneral Assenbly concerning this
issue. The Security Council resolution 777 (1992) notes that “the state
formerly known as the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia has ceased to
exist”, and that “the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro)
cannot continue automatically the menbership of the forner Socialist Federa
Republic of Yugoslavia in the United Nations”. The United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly agreed with the Security Council inits resolution A/47/1 of
22 Septenber 1992.

I would also like to draw your attention to the Qpinions of the
Arbitration Conm ssion of the Conference on the Forner Yugosl avia,
particularly Qpinions No. 8, 9 and 10 of 4 July 1992. The Arbitration
Conmi ssion has concluded that “the process of dissolution of the Sociali st
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia ... is now conplete and the Socialist Federa
Republ i ¢ of Yugosl avia no |onger exists” (Quinion No. 8), and that “the
successor states to the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia nust together
settle all aspects of the succession by agreenent ... and that none of the
successor states nay thereupon claimfor itself alone the nenbership rights
previously enjoyed by the former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia’
(Opinion No. 9).
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According to the oinion No. 10, since there was no agreenent anong the
successor states of the former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia as to
the succession of the rights and obligations of the Socialist Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia, general rules of the international |aw dealing with the
succession of states with respect to the treaties, possessions, debts and
archi ves should be applied. In connection with this issue the Conm ssion
states that “the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) is a
new state whi ch cannot be consi dered the sol e successor to the Soci ali st
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia’.

The Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) has, however,
not acted according to the rules of international |aw and the aforenentioned
resol utions of the Security Council and the General Assenbly. Moreover, it
has ignored themand tried to participate in international foruns as a State
party to treaties and/or as a nenber of international organizations with the
intention to create a precedent by which it mght later seek to prove that it
is the sole legiti mate successor of the former Socialist Federal Republic of
Yugosl avi a.

I wish to stress that the United Nations itself and other organizations
that belong to the United Nations systemhave confirmed the status of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) relating to treaties
and to the nenbership in international organizations in accordance with the
above-nentioned General Assenbly and Security Council resolutions. 1In this
sense, the representatives of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and
Mont enegr o) have been not included into the lists of participants nor have
been allowed to participate in the international meetings and conferences of
Sates Parties of the multilateral treaties in respect of which the
Secretary-CGeneral acts as depositary (i.e. CCW CRC, CEDAW CERD, |CCPR,
etc.).

QG her international organizations depositaries of nultilateral treaties
(i.e. Wrld Health O ganization, Council of Europe, Custons Co-operation
Council, etc.) as well as governnents depositaries of nultilateral treaties
(i.e. Non-Proliferation Treaty) have al so acted in accordance with the
above-nenti oned United Nations decisions and international practice.

Therefore, | would kindly request Your Excellency to circulate the
appropriate correction of the Conference document CCWCOONF. | /I NF. 3 - “List of
States Parties and Signatories”, dated 22 Septenber 1995.

I would appreciate if this comrunication is circulated as an officia
docunent of the Review Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on
Prohi bition or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch
May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 12 Cctober 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

Report of Main Committee |11

1. The Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on
Prohi bition or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons

Whi ch May Be Deenmed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate
Effects, at its 1st neeting, on 25 Septenber 1995, decided to entrust Min
Committee 111 with the mandate of “consideration of proposals for additional
Protocols to the Convention”.

2. Main Committee 111 held five neetings, from26 Septenber

to 6 Cctober 1995, under the Chairnanship of Arbassador Wl fgang Hof f mann
of Germany. M. Petar Poptchev of Bulgaria served as Vice-Chairnman of the
Committee. M. Lin Kuo-Chung, Senior Political Affairs Oficer of the
United Nations Centre for D sarmanment Affairs, served as Secretary of the
Conmmittee. During that period, the Chairnman held a nunber of infornal
consul tati ons anong del egati ons.

3. In the course of its consideration of agenda item 15 of the Review
Conference, entitled “Consideration of proposals for additional Protocols to
the Convention”, Main Committee Il had before it the foll owi ng docunents:

(1) COWCONF. I /M TT/WP. 1 - “Blinding weapons under the | aws on arned
conflict”, working paper submitted by the Netherl ands;

(2) CCWCOONF. I /M T/ WP.2 - “Protocol on | aser weapons and bl i ndi ng
| aser beans”, working paper subnmitted by Austri a;

(3) CCWCONF. I /M1 1/ WP.3 - “Laser protocol”, working paper submtted
by the United States of America;

(4) CCWCOONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4 - “Paper by the Chairman - Protocol |V’;

(5) CCWCOONF. I /M T1/WP. 4/ Rev.1 and 2 - “Paper by the Chairman -
Protocol |V';

* Reissued for technical reasons in English only.
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(6) CCWCOONF. I /M TT/WP.5 - “Draft report of Main Conmittee I117;

(7 CCWCOONF. I /M TI/CRP.1 - “Protocol on blinding | aser weapons -
Prohi bitions” submtted by Bul gari a;

(8) CCWCQOONF. I /M TT/CRP.2 - “Protocol on blinding | aser weapons”;

(9) CCWCOONF. I /M TT/CRP.3 - “Protocol on blinding | aser weapons” -
Vi ce-Chairman's drafting group;

(10) CCOWCONF. I/MIII/CRP.4 - “Draft report of Main Commttee 1117,

4. At its 1st neeting, on 26 Septenber, Main Committee |11 decided to
concentrate its efforts on the question of blinding weapons and to use the
text entitled “Protocol on Blinding Wapons (Protocol 1V)”, contained in
annex Il of docunent CCWCONF.1/1, as the basis for its consideration of the
subject. During the course of deliberations on the draft text of Protocol IV,
various views were expressed and different proposals were submtted. To that
effect, the questions of prohibition on the use, production, stockpiling and
transfer of blinding |aser weapons and the question of conpliance with regard
to such weapons, as well as other pertinent issues, such as the definition of
“permanent blindness”, including the concept of field of vision, were raised.
The Comm ttee observed that a nunber of those issues could be considered in
the future, for exanple, at a review conference, taking into account
scientific and technol ogi cal devel opnents.

5. At its 3rd neeting, on 3 Cctober, the Chairman of the Committee, as a
result of intensive consultations anong del egations, submtted a paper on the
subject (CCWCOONF. I/MJII/WP.4) with a viewto reaching consensus on a draft
text of Protocol IV on blinding | aser weapons. During the course of

negoti ations on the draft text, the Conmttee decided to | eave the question of
scope, as referred toin Article 1, to the decision of the Drafting Commttee
of the Review Conference, pending the agreed text on scope negotiated in Min
Commttee II.

6. At its 5th neeting, on 6 Cctober, Main Commttee 111 adopted the draft
text of Protocol 1V on blinding |aser weapons (CCWCONF. | /MO 11/ Wp. 4/ Rev. 2) by
consensus, as annexed to this report. At the sanme neeting, the Conmttee
adopted the draft report (CCWCONF. I/MIII/WpP.5) for consideration by the

Revi ew Conf erence, which is being issued as document CCW CONF. |/ 4.
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ANNEX
Protocol on Blinding Laser Wapons
(Protocol 1V)
Article 1
This Protocol shall apply [........ ... ... ... . ... 1.
Article 2

It is prohibited to enpl oy | aser weapons specifically designed, as their
sol e conbat function or as one of their conbat functions to cause pernmanent
bl i ndness to unenhanced vision, that is to the naked eye or to the eye with
corrective eyesight devices. The H gh Contracting Parties shall not transfer
such weapons to any State or non-State entity.

Article 3

In the enpl oynent of |aser systens, the H gh Contracting Parties shal
take all feasible precautions to avoid the incidence of pernanent blindness to
unenhanced vi sion. Such precautions shall include training of their arned
forces and other practical neasures.

Article 4

Blinding as an incidental or collateral effect of the legitimte
mlitary enpl oyment of |aser systens, including | aser systens used agai nst
opti cal equiprment, is not covered by the prohibition of this Protocol
Article 5

For the purpose of this Protocol “permanent blindness” neans
irreversi ble and uncorrectabl e | oss of vision which is seriously disabling

with no prospect of recovery. Serious disability is equivalent to visua
acuity of |ess than 20/200 Snel | en neasured using both eyes.
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 9 Cctober 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Oiginal: ENGISH

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

Not e Verbal e dated 6 October 1995 fromthe Pernmanent Representative
of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina to the United Nations
addressed to the Secretary-General of the Review Conference

of the States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons

The Permanent M ssion of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina to the
United Nations presents its conplinents to the Secretary-CGeneral of the Review
Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons and has the honour to
forward the request to distribute the enclosed brief.

The Permanent M ssion of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina to the
United Nations avails itself of this opportunity to renewto the
Secretary-CGeneral to this Conference the assurances of its highest
consi derati on.
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ANNEX

THE PROBLEM OF M NEFI ELDS AND | NDIVI DUAL M NES | N THE WAR
ZONE OF THE REPUBLI C O BCSNI A AND HERZEGOVI NA

The war in Bosnia and Herzegovina | asts now for four years. The whol e
territory which is under the control of |egal organs of Bosnia and Herzegovi na
is exposed to different kinds of weapons. Regarding the damages caused by
individual mnes in the war zone of Bosnia and Herzegovi ha, we are presenting
the follow ng information:

1. The demarcating |ine between our arny and the aggressor during the

year 1994 (that is the year when the nutual front has been stabilized and it
did not come to significant novenents) anounted to a few thousand kil ometres
(approximately the denmarcating |ine was about 3,000 km). The larger part of
the demarcating area was covered with mnefields, but mainly the area where
there were no soldiers. The prognosis is that nore than 1,500,000 m 2 are
covered with mnes, that nmeans that the aggressor placed between 500, 000 and
700,000 on the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovi na.

2. Al active fronts were additionally covered with mnefields and that:

(a) Wth regular, classical fields which were planned placed by the
aggressor (nmore) and by our forces (less), when there was a w der demarcating
area

(b) Irregular ad hoc fields placed by the aggressor in order to
protect their first lines and the background and that in order to prevent the
desertion fromthe trenches by their sol diers because of our attacking
effects.

(c) M nefi el ds and individual mnes placed during the withdrawal to
the depth (placed unpl anned).

3. The nunber of mines scattered on the terrain of the Republic of Bosnia
and Herzegovi na, can only be prognosticated approxi nately. For sure, we can
speak about mllions that are the different mnes worth, nainly the

anti personnel plastic mnes, which were manufactured in the factories of the
former Yugoslavia. Al kinds of mnes fromthe arsenal of the Yugoslav
People's Arny (JNA) were used (dug-in mnes, overground nines, booby-trap and
simlar ones). (The list of all our mnes has the UNPROFOR).

4. The areas nostly bl ocked by mnefields are:
- Internal demarcating |ine of the area of Sarajevo.
- Ext ernal bl ockade |line of Sarajevo in the area of O ovo, Vares,

Breza, Visoko, further the contact area of O oation Defense
Council (HVO toward Kiseljak, the south front toward Hadzici,
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Igman, Kotorac, llidza, Stup, Rajlovac; afterwards the w der area
of the nountain of |Igman, Bjelasnica, Treskavica (especially
around Trnovo, the bend of Rogoj, Gebak toward Corazde).

- Wder ring around the free territory of Corazde

- Wder area of Igman, Borci, toward Nevesinje and the contact |ines
of Oroatian Defense Council (HVO toward Trebinje.

- The entire zone of the 2nd and 3rd corps, particularly the
mountai n Qzren (Vozuca and Petrovo village), Mijevica (Stolice,
Teocak) and the entire zone in Posavi na, G adacac and O asje.

- The area toward Gornji Vakuf, M asic and Kupres in the zone of the
7th corps.

- The area of the 5th corps (wi der area of the nmountain of G nec,
Bosanska Krupa, Velika Kl adusa and the nmountain of Pl esevica).

- Larger part of the area in Central Bosnia (Kiseljak, Busovaca,
Novi Travni k, Fojnica) during the conflicts between the Croatian
Def ense Council (HVO and the Arny of the Republic of Bosnia and
Her zegovi na

- Areas toward the fornmer lines of the Croation Defense Counci l
(HVO in the area of Livno and G anoc.

- Al ong the river Sava toward the Republic of Oroatia (protection of
possi bl e invasion of the Oroation arny over the river of Sava),
particularly in the | ast few nonths.

- Sone areas are endangered because of mnes which were thrown out
by the nmeans of cassette bonbs. That was at the beginning of the
war. The areas around Tuzla, G adacac, Teocak, w der region of
Bi hac, Srebrenica and Zepa (little bonbs which expl ode by touch or
by renoval of a decorative ribbon).

5. Consequences

On the side of the Arny of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovi na
70 per cent of the killed and injured, are the result of activating the m nes
or entire mnefields (the nunber can be told approxi nately, because the
situation of this year is not yet known, when there were our biggest offensive
actions, that nmeans obligated passing through mnefields. About
10, 000 persons were injured or killed by the mines during this war. According
to the information of the hospital for rehabilitation and nanufacturing of
artificial linbs in Tuzla, during the |ast two years, 600 tenporary artificial
i mbs were produced. And the sane ones can be put on six to nine nonths after
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The assunption is, that between the soldiers of the Ooatian Defense
Council (HVO there are about 40 per cent of injured and killed as a result of
mnes. The Serbian aggressor did not have significant consequences, because
during the phase of their war of conquest in 1992 and 1993, our arny did not
possess significant mnes and expl osi ve nmeans. Neverthel ess, through the
mlitary reports and through the nedia it has come to |light about a |arge
nunber of people with anputated |inbs as a result of own unmarked m nefi el ds.
It can be said, that because of the mnes, there are about 25-30 per cent of
injured or killed soldiers of the so-called Arny of the Serbian Republic
(VRS). One lower |leg prosthesis costs around 10,000 DM one hand and arm
prosthesis of high quality costs about 25,000 DM An upper |eg prosthesis
costs over 15,000 DM and an el ectroni c wheel chair up to 100, 000 DM
Rehabilitation and disability pension costs our State yearly (average) about
50- 60, 000 per person. One operation (together with the surgical correction),
costs in Austria about S20,000, that is about 30,000 DM

6. The needs

(1) Acquisition of aircrafts without pilot with sensors for netallic,

pl asti c and conbi ned m nes, which can di scover the exi stence of mnefields and
the possible kind of mnes, as well as the possibility of automatic
registration of the position and dinmension on digitalized maps over the

conput er.

(2) Acqui sition of individual personnel mne detectors, firstly for plastic
anti personnel m nes.

(3) Acquisition of tools for detailed clearing of big fields of the newest
generation fromthe stock of NATO

(4) Acqui sition of special shoes, protecting overcoats and hel nets for
peopl e working on the clearing of nines.

(5) Usage of trained dogs in order to discover individual and accidentally
scattered mnes (this nmethod is used by the 2nd corps, but they have only a
smal | nunber of trained dogs, breed | abrador, which can be taught to register
the snell of explosives under the earth.

(6) Acqui sition of special explosive ropes with rockets to pull in order to
clear the fields and to produce passages into unreachable |low fields
(mnefields on steep sides, water areas, nmud and sinilar). This rope is being
used by the American Arny in order to make passages through mnefields in
attacking situations. Nowit is amlitary secret and a severe controlled
producti on. However, that method will only be used to clear the fields in
regard to the terrain and conditions of our nountains. her nmeans cannot be
used or they would be a great risk for the people who are clearing the
terrain.
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7. Pr oposal

Prohi bition of the use of plastic antipersonnel mnes, cassette bonbs
with tinmed mnes, booby-traps of the type of a Spanish ball of the newest
generation, intelligent mnes with el ectronic heads and ot hers.

In one word, prohibition of all kinds of nmines, because nodern armnies
have the neans to elinmnate them In further wars to the big ones that is not
a problem Only snall countries and poor armes suffer. The big ones have
the means for prevention.
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCW CONF. | / 6*

TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 11 Cctober 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

Report of the Credentials Committee

1. Rule 4 of the Rules of Procedure of the Review Conference of the States
Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of

Certai n Conventi onal Weapons Wi ch May Be Deenmed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects provides that:

“1. There shall be a Oedentials Commttee of five nenbers el ected by
the Conference on the proposal of the President.

‘2. The Oredentials Committee shall exam ne the credentials of
representatives and report to the Conference.”

2. I n accordance with the above-nenti oned Rule, the Conference, on the
proposal of the President, appointed the follow ng countries as nenbers of the
Credentials Committee: Belgium China, Finland, Pakistan and Pol and.

3. In accordance with Rule 6 of its Rules of Procedure, the Conference
unani nousl y el ected Professor Zdzislaw Galicki (Poland) as Chairman of the
Cedentials Commttee and Anbassador Baron Alain Quillaune (Bel giun as
Vice-Chairman of the Coomittee. M. Cheryl H Stoute, Political Affairs
Oficer of the United Nations Centre for Disarmanent Affairs, served as
Secretary of the Committee.

4, The Commttee held its 1st and 2nd neetings on 28 Septenber
and 6 Cctober 1995, respectively, to exam ne the credentials received
as of those dates. In addition to oral reports by the Secretary-General

of the Conference, M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of the United Nations
Centre for Disarmanent Affairs, the Committee al so had before it

two nenoranda fromthe Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference, dated

28 Septenber and 6 Qctober, containing information on the status of the
credentials of the representatives of the States Parties attending the
Conference. Pursuant to Rule 4 of the Rules of Procedure, the Chairman, on
behal f of the Commttee, initially reported to the CGeneral Committee, at its
2nd neeting, on 29 Septenber 1995, on the status of the credentials of the
States Parti es.

* Reissued for technical reasons.
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5. Noting the informati on reported by the Secretary-General, the Commttee
requested the Chairman to invite those States Parties that had not yet done so
to submt to the Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference the credentials of their

representatives in accordance with Rule 3 of the Rules of Procedure. The

Chai rman deci ded that he woul d contact those States directly to rem nd them of
the terms of Rule 3 regarding the presentation of their credentials.

6. At its 3rd and final neeting, on 11 Cctober, the Committee had before it
a nmenorandum fromthe Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference which gave updated
information on the status of the credentials of representatives of States
Parties participating in the Conference.

7. Havi ng exam ned the infornation contained in the Secretary-Ceneral's
three menoranda, as well as the docunentation received fromStates Parties and
States not parties to the Convention, the Commttee noted that, as at 10 a.m
on 11 Cctober 1995:

l. States Parties

(a) Formal credentials in due form as provided for by Rule 3 of the
Rul es of Procedure, had been communicated to the Secretary-General of the
Conference for representatives fromthe following 40 States Parties:

Australia, Austria, Belarus, Belgium Bulgaria, Canada, China, Coatia,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France,
Cermany, QG eece, Hungary, India, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia,
Li echtenstein, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, Paki stan,

Pol and, Russi an Federation, Sl ovakia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,

Tuni sia, Wkraine, United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern Irel and
and United States of America;

(b) Credentials of the representatives of the follow ng four States
Parti es had been communi cated to the Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference in
the formof telefax copy fromtheir Foreign Mnisters:

Bosni a and Her zegovi na, Mngolia, Sl ovenia and U uguay.

1. States not Parties

The following States not parties to the Convention, which had been anmong
those invited as observers, had accredited their representatives:

(a) St at es which have signed and ratified or acceded to the
Convention: Argentina, Brazil, Romania and South Africa,

(b) Signatories: Egypt, lceland, Luxenmbourg, Mrocco, N caragua,
Phi |i ppi nes, Portugal, Sudan, Turkey and Vi et Nam
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(c) Non-si gnatories: A bania, Angola, Bolivia, Burundi, Canbodi a,
Chile, Colonbia, Ethiopia, Gabon, Holy See, Indonesia, Iran (Islanmc Republic
of ), Jordan, Libyan Arab Janahiriya, Mzanbi que, Oran, Paraguay, Peru
Republic of Korea, Republic of Ml dova, Saudi Arabia, Singapore, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, United Republic of Tanzania and Venezuel a.

8. O the proposal of the Chairnman, the Conmmttee agreed to accept the
credentials of those States Parties referred to in paragraph 7 1 (a) and (b),
above, on the understanding that the originals of the credentials of the
representatives of those States referred to in paragraph 7 1 (b) would be
subnmitted as soon as possible, in accordance with Rule 3 of the Rules of
Procedure.

9. In view of the foregoing, the present report is submtted to the
Conf er ence.

RECOMVENDATI ON OF THE CREDENTI ALS COW TTEE

10. The Oredentials Commttee recomrends to the Conference the adoption of
the follow ng draft resol ution

“Report of the Credentials Committee to the Review Conference of the

States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on

the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons \Wiich May Be Deened to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects

“The Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the Convention
on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventiona
Weapons Which May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
I ndi scriminate Effects,

“Havi ng considered the report of the Oredentials Conmittee and the
recomrendat i on contai ned therein,

“Approves the report of the Oredentials Commttee.”
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 12 Cctober 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

ADDI TI ONAL  PROTOCCOL
TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PRCH Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON
THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WWEAPONS VWH CH
MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJUR QUS
OR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

ARTICLE 1: ADDI TI ONAL PROTOCCL

The followi ng protocol shall be annexed to the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wi ch
May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects
(“the Convention”) as Protocol IV:

“Protocol on Blinding Laser Wapons
(Protocol 1V)

Article 1

It is prohibited to enploy | aser weapons specifically designed, as their
sol e conbat function or as one of their conbat functions, to cause permnmanent
bl i ndness to unenhanced vision, that is to the naked eye or to the eye with
corrective eyesight devices. The H gh Contracting Parties shall not transfer
such weapons to any State or non-State entity.

Article 2

In the enpl oynent of |aser systens, the H gh Contracting Parties shal
take all feasible precautions to avoid the incidence of pernanent blindness to
unenhanced vi sion. Such precautions shall include training of their arned
forces and other practical neasures.
Article 3

Blinding as an incidental or collateral effect of the legitinmte

mlitary enpl oyment of |aser systens, including | aser systens used agai nst
opti cal equiprent, is not covered by the prohibition of this Protocol
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Article 4

For the purpose of this Protocol 'permanent blindness' neans
irreversi ble and uncorrectable | oss of vision which is seriously disabling
with no prospect of recovery. Serious disability is equivalent to
visual acuity of less than 20/200 Snell en neasured using both eyes.”

ARTI CLE 2: ENTRY | NTO FORCE

This Protocol shall enter into force as provided in paragraphs 3 and 4
of Article 5 of the Conventi on.
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 16 October 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

| NTERI M REPORT OF THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES
TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PROHI Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE
OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS VWHI CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE
EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS OR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

Organi zation and work of the Conference

I nt roducti on

1.

The Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain

Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscrimnate Effects, under Article 8, subparagraph 3 (a), reads,
inter alia, as follows:

whi ch,

“If, after a period of ten years followi ng the entry into force of
this Convention, no conference has been convened i n accordance with
subparagraph 1 (a) or 2 (a) of this Article, any Hgh Contracting Party
may request the Depositary to convene a conference to which all H gh
Contracting Parties shall be invited to review the scope and operation
of this Convention and the Protocols annexed thereto and to consi der any
proposal for amendrments of this Convention or of the existing Protocols.
States not parties to this Convention shall be invited as observers to
the conference. The conference nmay agree upon anendnents whi ch shall be
adopted and enter into force in accordance with subparagraph 1 (b)
above.”

On 16 Decenber 1993, the CGeneral Assenbly adopted resol ution 48/ 79,
inter alia, reads as foll ows:

“5. Vel cones the request to the Secretary-CGeneral to convene at
an appropriate tinme, if possible in 1994, in accordance with article 8,
paragraph 3, of the Convention, a conference to review the Conventi on;

“6. Encourages the States parties to request the
Secretary-Ceneral to establish as soon as possible a group of
governnental experts to prepare the review conference and to furnish
needed assi stance and assure service, including the preparation of
anal ytical reports that the review conference and the group of experts
m ght need,
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3.
to the

“7. Cal I s upon the naxi num nunber of States to attend the
conference, to which the States parties nay invite interested
non-governental organi zations, in particular the International
Commttee of the Red G o0ss.”

On 22 Decenber 1993, States Parties to the Convention submtted a letter
Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations, which reads as foll ows:

“Pursuant to article 8, paragraph 3 (a) of the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional
Weapons Wii ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
I ndiscrimnate Effects, concluded in Geneva on 10 Cctober 1980, the
French Government, by letter dated 9 February 1993, requested that at
the earliest possible date, as from2 Decenber 1993, you, in your
capacity of depositary of the Convention, convene a conference of the
H gh Contracting Parties to review the provisions of the Convention.

Wth a viewto facilitating preparations for this Conference, the
States Parties to the Convention have the honour to request that you
establish a group of experts. This group, which would neet firstly in
Ceneva early in 1994, at a date to be determ ned, would conprise
governnental experts appointed by the States Parties to the Convention.
Covernnental experts designated by States not Parties to the Convention
and representatives of the International Commttee of the Red Oross
could participate in the work of the group as observers. This group of
governnental experts woul d deci de whether representatives of other
conpet ent non-gover nnental organi zati ons or conpetent individuals shoul d
participate as well.

The group of governmental experts will have to establish its rules
of procedure, its agenda, its financial arrangenments and its programme
of work. As a matter of priority, it will have to prepare concrete
proposal s for amendnents to Protocol Il on Prohibitions or Restrictions
on the Use of M nes, Booby-Traps and Gt her Devices for the purpose of:

- strengthening restrictions on the use of anti-personnel
mnes and, in particular, those w thout neutralizing or
sel f-destruction nechani sms;

- consi dering the establishnent of a verification systemfor
the provisions of this Protocol;

- studyi ng opportunities for broadening the scope of this

Protocol to cover arnmed conflicts that are not of an
i nternational character.
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Once the group of governmental experts have made significant
progress in their efforts to amend Protocol 11, the group also could
consi der any other proposal relating to the Convention and its existing
or future Protocol.

In the light of the progress in its work, in particular with
regard to Protocol II, the group of experts shoul d:

- recomrend, in conjunction with you, the dates and venue of
the conference to review the Convention and its Protocols;
and

- determne, in consultation with you, how the Review
Conference will be organi zed and fi nanced.

The group of experts should report to the States Parties before
the end of 1994 on the results of its work on anendnents to Protocol |1
of the Convention.”

4, Accordingly, the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations, in his
capacity as Depositary of the Convention, established the Goup of
CGovernnental Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the States Parties
to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscrimnate Effects. The Goup of Governmental Experts held four
sessions in Geneva as follows: the first session took place from 28 February
to 4 March 1994, the second from16 to 27 May 1994, the third from8 to

19 August 1994 and the fourth from9 to 20 January 1995. Progress reports
on those four sessions of the Goup of Governnmental Experts were issued

as docunents COWCONF. |/ GE/ 4, CCWCONF. | / G2/ 8, CCWCONF. I/ G/ 21 and

CCW CONF. | / GE/ 23.

5. The following 33 States Parties to the Convention participated in the
work of one or nore sessions of the Goup of Governmental Experts:

Australia Fi nl and Nor way
Austri a France Paki st an
Beni n Cer many Pol and

Bul gari a QG eece Russi an Federati on
Canada Hungary Sl ovaki a
Chi na I ndi a Sl oveni a
Coatia Japan Spai n

Cuba Latvi a Sweden
Cyprus Mexi co Switzerl and
Czech Republic Net her | ands Tuni si a
Denmar k New Zeal and Wkr ai ne
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The followi ng 33 States non-parties to the Convention participated in the work
of the G oup as observers:

Af ghani st an Iran (Islamc Peru

Al geri a Republ i ¢ of) Por t ugal

Angol a Irel and Republ i ¢ of Korea
Argentina I srael Ronani a

Bel gi um Italy South Africa

Brazi | Janui ca Spain 3/

Canbodi a Jordan Syrian Arab Republic
Canada °? Kenya Tur key

Chile Kuwai t Uni t ed Ki ngdom of

Col onbi a New Zeal and 2/ Geat Britain and
Egypt N car agua and Northern Irel and
Et hi opi a Qmran United States of America

The Internati onal Conmmttee of the Red Oross took part in the work of the
QG oup, pursuant to the invitation issued by the Secretary-General of the
United Nations, the Depositary of the Convention. The United Nations
Departnent of Humanitarian Affairs, the Ofice of the United Nations H gh
Conmi ssioner for Refugees and the United Nations Children's Fund al so took
part in the work of the G oup as observers.

6. At its first session on 28 February 1994, the G oup of Covernnental
Experts el ected, by acclamation, M. Johan Ml ander of Sweden as Chairnan,
with the understanding that in his absence Anbassador Lars Norberg of Sweden
woul d act as Chairman at the first session of the Goup. Wen assunmng his
Chai rmanshi p, the Chairman nmade a remark on the non-partici pati on of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro). The Goup al so

el ected Major CGeneral C Narain of India and M. Peter Poptchev of Bulgaria as
Vice-Chairnen. M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Drector of the United Nations
Centre for Disarmanent Affairs, Departnment of Political Affairs, opened

the session of the G oup of Governmental Experts and made a statenent.

M. Kheradi also served as Secretary of the G oup.

2Canada participated in the work of the Goup of Governnental Experts at
its first, second and third sessions as an observer.

2/ New Zeal and participated in the work of the G oup of CGovernnental
Experts at its first session as an observer.

3/ Spain participated in the work of the Goup of Covernnental
Experts at its first and second sessions as an observer.
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7. Pursuant to the decision of the G oup of Governmental Experts, the
fol | owi ng background papers were prepared:
(1) “Summary of negotiations |eading to the conclusion of the

Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, and of subsequent
devel opnents related to the Convention”, prepared by the
Secretariat of the United Nations;

(2) “The rationale for amendi ng and the ways and neans of i nproving
Protocol Il of the Convention, as well as the mlitary and
humani t ari an perspectives concerning the anendnment of Protocol |1
of the Convention”, prepared by the International Conmttee of the
Red O oss;

(3) “The rationale for considering other proposals relating to the
Convention and its existing or future Protocol s”, prepared by the
Internati onal Committee of the Red O oss.

8. At its fourth session, the Goup of Governnmental Experts considered
organi zational matters for the Review Conference and adopted its final report,
whi ch was issued as a docunent of the Conference (CCWCONF.1/1) prior toits
opening. The report included (a) the draft provisional agenda for the
Conference; (b) draft rules of procedure; (c) the Chairman's Rolling Text on
anmendnents to Protocol Il of the Convention; and (d) a draft Protocol on

Bl i ndi ng Wapons (Protocol V).

Organi zation of the first phase of the Conference

9. In accordance with the decision of the Goup of Governnmental Experts,
the first phase of the Review Conference was held in Vienna from 25 Septenber
to 13 Cctober 1995 at the Austria Center Vienna and the Vienna International
Centre. On 25 Septenber, the Conference was opened by the Chairnman of the
QG oup of CGovernmental Experts, Anbassador Johan Ml ander of Sweden, who was
subsequently el ected by acclamati on as President of the Conference.

10. At the opening meeting, the Conference adopted its agenda (CCW CONF. I/ 2)
and its Rules of Procedure (Annex |11 of document CCWCONF.1/1), as amended,
whi ch were recomrended by the Group of Governnental Experts. The Conference
al so unani mously confirmed the nomnati on of M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy
Director of the United Nations Centre for D sarmament Affairs, as
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference. The nom nation had been nade by the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, following an invitation by the Goup
of Governnental Experts.

11. The Rules of Procedure provided for the establishnent of (a) three

Main Committees; (b) a General Conmittee, to be presided over by the President
of the Conference and conposed of the Chairnen and Vi ce-Chairnmen of the
Conference's three Main Committees, its Drafting Conmittee and its Oredential s
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Commttee, as well as 10 Vice-Presidents of the Conference; (c) a Drafting
Conmi ttee, conposed of representatives of the 21 States Parties represented
on the General Committee, but open to representatives of other del egations
when matters of particular concern to themwere under discussion; and

(d) a Gedentials Conmttee, conposed of a Chairman and a Vi ce-Chairman

el ected by the Conference, and three other nenbers appointed by the Conference
on the proposal of the President.

12. At its 1st meeting, the Conference unaninously el ected 10
Vice-Presidents fromthe followi ng States Parties:

Austria Russi an Federation
Chi na Sl ovaki a
France Tuni sia
I ndi a WKkr ai ne
Mexi co United States of Anerica
13. At the sane neeting, the Conference unaninously el ected the Chairnmen and

Vice-Chairnmen of the three Main Committees, the Drafting Coomittee and the
Credentials Committee, as foll ows:

Main Comittee | Chai r man Anbassador Ti bor Toét h
(Hungary)
Vi ce- Chai r man Anbassador Jaap Ranaker

(Net her | ands)

Main Committee |1 Chai r man Anbassador Jorge Moral es Pedraza
(CQuba)
Vi ce- Chai r man Anbassador R chard G Starr
(Australia)
Main Committee |11 Chai r man Anbassador Wl f gang Hof f mann
( Ger many)
Vi ce- Chai r man M. Peter Poptchev
(Bul gari a)
Drafting Commttee Chai r man Anbassador Mark J. Mher
(Canada)
Vi ce- Chai r man M. Taoufi k Jabeur
(Tuni si a)
Credentials Committee Chai r man Prof. Zdzislaw Gl i cki
( Pol and)
Vi ce- Chai r man Anbassador Baron Al ain Quillaune
(Bel gi um

- 140 -



14.

The Conference al so appoi nted, on the proposa

CCW CONF. |/ 8/ Rev. 1

page 7

of the President,

representatives fromthe following three States Parties as nenbers of the

Credentials Comittee:

Participation in the first

15.

Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional

Chi na, Finland and Paki st an.

phase of the Conference

The following 44 States Parties to the Convention participated in the
Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or

Weapons Wii ch May Be Deened to

Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects:

16.

17.

Department of Humanitarian Affairs,

Australia

Austria

Bel ar us

Bel gi um

Bosni a and
Her zegovi na

Bul gari a

Canada

Chi na

Coatia

Cuba

Cyprus

Czech Republic

Denmar k

Ecuador

Fi nl and

France

Ger many

G eece
Hungary

I ndi a
Ireland

| srael
Italy

Japan
Latvia

Li echtenstein
Mexi co
Mongol i a
Net her | ands
New Zeal and
Nor way

Paki st an

Pol and

Russi an Federation

Sl ovaki a

Sl oveni a

Spai n

Sweden

Swi t zerl and

Tuni sia

WKkr ai ne

Uni t ed Ki ngdom of
Geat Britain and
Nort hern Irel and

United States of Anerica

Ur uguay

In accordance with Rule 1 of the Rules of Procedure, the follow ng
40 States non-parties to the Convention participated in the Conference as
observers:

Al bani a
Angol a
Argentina
Bol ivia
Brazi |
Bur und
Canbodi a
Chile
Col onbi a
Egypt

Et hi opi a
Gabon
Holy See
I cel and

| ndonesi a
Iran (Islamc

Republ i ¢ of)
Jor dan

Li byan Arab Jamahiriya

Luxenbour g
Mor occo
Mozanbi que
N car agua
QOran

Par aguay
Peru

Phi |'i ppi nes
Port uga

Republ i ¢ of Korea
Republ i ¢ of Mol dova
Romani a

Saudi Arabia
Si ngapor e
South Africa
Sudan

Syrian Arab Republic
Thai | and
Tur key

Uni ted Republic of Tanzani a

Venezuel a
Vi et Nam

In accordance with Rules 46, 47 and 48 of the Rules of Procedure,
representatives of the United Nations Children's Fund, United Nations
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Uni ted Nations H gh Conm ssioner for Refugees, European Community, League
of Arab States, International Committee of the Red Oross and International
Federation of Red O oss and Red Orescent Societies participated in the
Conference as observers. |n accordance with Rule 49 of the Rul es of
Procedure, a nunber of non-governnental organizations attended public
nmeetings of the Conference and its Main Committ ees.

18. The Conference adopted, at its 1st neeting, the arrangements for meeting
the costs of the Conference in accordance with Rule 16 of the Rul es of
Procedure. The final schedul e was based on the actual participation of States
in the Conference.

19. Al so, at its 1st neeting, the Conference adopted its programre of work
and decided to distribute its work anong the three Main Commttees as foll ows:

(a) Main Committee |: Review of the scope and operation of the
Convention and its annexed Protocols, consideration of any proposals relating
to the Convention and preparation and consideration of the final docunents;

(b) Main Committee I1: Consideration of any proposal relating to the
Protocol s annexed to the Conventi on;

(c) Main Committee I11: Consideration of proposals for additional
Protocols to the Conventi on.

Work of the first phase of the Conference

20. The Conference held eight plenary neetings from25 Septenber
to 13 Cctober 1995 under the Presidency of Anbassador Johan Ml ander.

21. At its 2nd neeting, on 26 Septenber, the Conference received a nmessage
fromthe Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations which was delivered through a
vi deo broadcast. Subsequently, the Conference held a general exchange of
views from26 to 28 Septenber. A nunber of delegations as well as

non- gover nnent al organi zati ons participated in that exchange of views.

22. Main Committee | held eight nmeetings from 28 Septenber to 11 Cctober.
23. Main Committee Il held 10 nmeetings from 26 Septenber to 10 Cctober.

24. Main Committee 111 held five neetings from26 Septenber to 6 Cctober
and submtted its report (CCWCOONF.1/4) to the Conference at its 7th neeting,
on 12 Cctober.

25. The Oredentials Committee held three neetings between 28 Septenber

and 11 Cctober and submtted its report (CCWCONF. I/6) as orally anended,
to the Conference at its 8th neeting, on 13 Cctober.
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26. The Drafting Conmittee held one neeting on 12 Qctober. The Chairman of
the Drafting Conmittee presented an oral report on the work of the Commttee
to the Conference at its 8th neeting, on 13 Cctober.

Docunent ati on

27. A list of the docunents of the Conference is annexed.

Deci sions of the first phase of the Conference

28. At its 7th neeting, on 12 Cctober, the Conference decided to take

note of the report of Main Conmittee Ill and to transmt it to the Drafting
Committee for its consideration. The Conference al so decided that, in view of
the additional tine needed to conplete its work, it would suspend its work on
13 October 1995 and would continue it at a resumed session, the venue and the
date of which would be decided at its 8th meeting.

29. At its 8th neeting, on 13 Cctober, the Conference, by consensus:

(a) Took note of the report of the Gredentials Commttee
(CCW QONF. 1/ 6) ;

(b) Adopted the text of the Protocol on Blinding Laser Wapons
(Protocol 1V) (CCWQONF. 1/7);

(c) Adopted the report on the organi zati on and work of the first phase
of the Conference (CCWCONF.1/8), as orally amended, to be rei ssued as
docunment CCW CONF. |/ 8/ Rev. 1;

(d) Decided to continue its work at resumed sessions, to be held in
Ceneva from 15 to 19 January 1996 and from22 April to 3 May 1996.
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CCW CONF. |/ 2

CCW CONF. I/ 3

CCW CONF. |/ 4

CCW CONF. |/ 5

CCW CONF. |/ 6

CCOW CONF. I / 7

CCW CONF. |/ 8/ Rev. 1

Annex

LI ST OF DOCUMENTS

Title or description

"Final Report of the G oup of Governnental Experts
to prepare the Review Conference of the States
Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional
Weapons Wii ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects”

"Provi si onal agenda"

"Letter dated 27 Septenber 1995 from

H E. Ana Marija BeSker, Permanent Representative

of the Republic of Croatia to the United Nations
and International Organizations at Vienna,
addressed to the President of the Review Conference
of the States Parties to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Convent i onal \Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate

Ef fects”

"Report of Main Conmttee III"

"Note verbal e dated 6 Cctober 1995 fromthe

Per manent Representative of the Republic of Bosnia
and Herzegovina to the United Nations addressed to
the Secretary-CGeneral of the Review Conference

of the States Parties to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of

Certai n Conventi onal Wapons”

"Report of the Credentials Committee"”

"Addi tional Protocol to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Convent i onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate
Effects - Protocol on Blinding Laser Wapons
(Protocol V)"

"InterimReport of the Review Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions
or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional
Weapons Wii ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects”

- 144 -



CCW CONF. |/ 8/ Rev. 1

page 11
Synbol Title or description
CCOW CONF. |/ WP. 1 "Main Conmittee | - Draft Final Declaration”
CCW CONF. |/ WP. 2/ Add. 1 "Main Conmttee Il - Wrking docunents”
CCW CONF. | /WP. 3 "Conpi | ati on of proposal s"
CCW CONF. | / WP. 4 "President's text"
COWCQONF. I/ M1/ Wp. 1 "Article 2. Definitions", working paper submtted
by the Russian Federation
CCWQCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 2 "Article 6 ter: Transfers”, working paper

r
subnmitted by the Russian Federation

CCWCONF. I/ MO T/ WP. 3 "Introductory statenment for an additional paragraph
in Article 4", working paper subnmtted by Australia

CCW CONF. |/ MO |/ WP. 4* "Chairman's Rolling Text" (revised, after first
readi ng) (Articles 1-12 and Techni cal Annex),
informally submtted in English only for
negoti ati ng purposes

CCWQCONF. I /M T/ WP. 4] 1 "I nfornmal paper nunber one", submtted by the
Chairman (Article 1)

CCWQCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4] 2 "I nformal paper nunber two", submtted by the
Chairman (Article 2 and proposals by Cuba,
Russi an Federation, India, South Africa and
Austria; Technical Annex and proposals by Irel and,
Slovakia, India and the United States of Anerica)

CCOW CONF. I /M T/ "Chairman's Draft Paper"” (Article 2 and proposal s
WP. 4/ 2/ Add. 1 by Cuba, Russian Federation, India, South Africa
and Austria; Technical Annex and proposal s by
Ireland, Slovakia, India and the United States
of Anerica)

* A prelimnary version of this docunment (CCWCONF. |/ MJ1/WpP. 4) was
unofficially circulated earlier in English only for negotiating purposes.
Subsequent |y, other docunments were also circulated with official synbols in
the same series, for negotiating purposes (e.g. CCWOONF. |/ MJ1/Wp. 4/ 1,

CCW CONF. |/ MO I /WP. 2 and CCW CONF. | / M I/ WP. 4/ 8).
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Synbol Title or description

CCWQCONF. I /M I/ WP. 4/ 3 "I nformal paper nunber three", submtted by the
Chairman (Article 3 and proposal s by Bel gi um
Internati onal Committee of the Red Gross, India,
Israel and UNICEF;, Article 4 and proposal s by
Sweden, International Commttee of the Red O oss,
Israel and Australia; Article 5 and proposal s by
Cuba, Pakistan, India and China; Article 5 bis and
proposals by India and Italy)

CCW CONF. |/ M 1/ WP. 4] 3/ "Chairman's Draft Paper” (Articles 3, 4, 5 and 6)
Add. 1 and Rev.1

CCWCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4/ 4 "I nformal paper nunber four”, submtted by the
Chairman (Article 6 bis and proposal by Chile;
Article 6 ter and proposals by China,
Russi an Federation, India, Slovakia and Chile)

CCW CONF. |/ MO |/ WP. 4] 4] "Chairman's Draft Paper"” (Articles 6 bis
Add. 1 and Rev.1 and 2 and 6 ter)
CCWQCONF. I/ M I/ WP. 4]/ 5 "I nformal paper nunber five", submtted by the

Chairman (Article 7 and proposal by China;
Article 8 and proposal by the United Ki ngdom of
QGeat Britain and Northern Ireland and Article 9)

CCW CONF. |/ MO |/ WP. 4] 5/ "Chairman's Draft Paper” (Articles 7, 8 and 9)
Add. 1 and Rev.1

CCWQCONF. I/ M I/ WP. 4] 6 "I nfornmal paper nunber six", submtted by the
Chairman (Article 9 bis and proposals subnitted by
Japan, Ecuador and Mexi co)

CCOW CONF. | / M I/ WP. 4/ 6/ "Chairman's Draft Paper” (Article 9 bis)
Add. 1
CCWQCONF. I /M T/ WP. 4] 7 "I nformal paper nunber seven", submitted by the

Chairman (Alternative A, Band C Articles 10, 11
and 12 and proposals by Cuba, Japan and proposal by
t he Chai r man)

CCWQCONF. I/ M1/ WP. 4/ 8 "Decl aratory | anguage relating to | andm nes"

(Article 3, para. 10, and proposals by Chile and
the United States of America)
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CCW CONF. I/ M 1/ WP. 6

CCW CONF. I/ M1/ WP. 7

CCW CONF. I/ M 1/ WP. 8

CCW CONF. I/ MO 1T/ Wp. 1

CCW CONF. I/ M T T/ WP. 2

CCW CONF. I/ MO 11/ WP. 3

CCW CONF. I/ MO 11/ WP. 4

and Rev.1 and 2

CCW CONF. I /MO 11/ WP. 5

CCWCONF. I/ SR 1-8

CCW CONF. I /I NF. 1

CCW CONF. I /I NF. 2/ Rev. 1

CCWCONF. I /I NF. 3
and Add.1 and 2

CCW CONF. I /I NF. 4

CCW CONF. I /I NF. 5/ Rev. 1

CCW CONF. |/ 8/ Rev. 1

page 13

Title or description

"Protocol Il, Article 6 ter: Transfers", working
paper subnitted by Australia, Canada, Chile,
Coatia, Denmark, CGermany, Ireland, Japan,

the Netherl ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Pol and,

South Africa, Sweden, Switzerland and Wkraine

"Proposal concerning the organization of nine
cl earance", submitted by Wkraine

"Proposal s concerning the participation of Wkraine
in mne clearance", submtted by Wkraine

"On the establishnent by Wkraine of a noratoriumon
the export of anti-personnel mnes", submtted by
Wkr ai ne

"Bl i ndi ng weapons under the | aws on arned
conflict", working paper submitted by the

Net her | ands

"Protocol on |aser weapons and blinding | aser
beans”, working paper submtted by Austria

"Laser protocol”, working paper submtted by the
United States of America

"Paper by the Chairman - Protocol |V’

"Draft report of Main Committee I11"
Summary records of the 1st to 8th neetings
"Information for participants”

"Proposed programe of work"

"List of States parties and signatories”

"List of offices and tel ephone nunbers”

"Li st of participants”
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCW CONF. I/ 9

TO THE CONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITION OR 15 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Giginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

Not e verbal e dated 25 October 1995 from the Permanent M ssion of
t he Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the United Nations O fice
and ot her International Organizations in Geneva

The Permanent M ssion of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the
United Nations O fice and other International O ganizations in Geneva presents
its conplinents to the Centre for D sarmanent Affairs, Geneva Branch, and has
the honour to enclose herewith the Reply of the Federal Mnistry for Foreign
Affairs of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the letter of the Pernmanent
Representative of Groatia to the President of the Review Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Weapons which May be Deemed to be Excessively Injurious
or to have Indiscrimnate Effects, and kindly requests the latter to transnit
this Reply to all the States Parties to the above Convention, to the President
of the Review Conference held in Vienna from25 Septenber to 13 Cctober 1995
and to the Deputy Director of the Centre for D sarmanent and Seretary- General
of the Review Conference, M. Sohrab Kheradi, New YorKk.
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Annex

Reply to the letter of the Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Groatia to the United Nations (ffice in Vienna
addressed to the President of the Review Conference of

the States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional \Wapons

Further to the letter of the Permanent Representative of the Republic of
Coatia to the United Nations Ofice in Vienna addressed on 27 Septenber 1995
to the President of the Review Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventi onal
Weapons Wii ch May Be Deened to be Excessively Injurious or to have
Indiscrimnate Effects, it should be pointed out first of all that
United Nations Security Council resolution 777 and United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly resolution 47/1 are neither related to, nor applicable to the
regul ation of rights and obligations under international treaties.

The above resolutions are related exclusively to the status of the
Federal Republic of Yuguslavia in the United Nations CGeneral Assenbly and, as
such, cannot be applied to Yugoslavia' s status as a party to any internationa
treaty. The United Nations Legal Counsel in his Qoinion of 16 Novenber 1993
stated, inter alia, that: “The status of Yugoslavia as a party to treaties
was not affected by the adoption of resolution 47/1 of 22 Septenber 1992. By
that resolution, the CGeneral Assenbly decided that the Federal Republic of
Yugosl avia shall not participate in the work of the General Assenbly. It did
not address Yugoslavia's status as a party to treaties.”

A simlar situation is with the advisory opinions of the Arbitration
Comm ssion of the International Conference on the forner Yugoslavia.
Furthernore, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia has, on a nunber of occasions,
stated very clearly that it does not accept these opinions, which although of
an advisory nature, are essentially not legally binding acts.

The Federal Republic of Yugoslavia continues the State international and
| egal personality of the former SFRY and strictly respects all internationa
obligations undertaken by the former Yugoslavia. Proceeding fromthis, it is
obvi ous that the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia is a party to the treaty and
that in this capacity it enjoys all rights and obligations, including the
right to be named in the list of States Parties, which the depositary has done
in the usual way. As in the case of other international treaties, the Federa
Republic of Yugoslavia shall, in this case as well, fulfil in good faith its
obligations under international treaties, respecting above all the principle
that the rights and obligations which it has as a State party to the treaty
are interconnected and i nseparabl e.

The Federal Republic of Yugoslavia is not a successor of the SFRY,

therefore it cannot be its sol e successor either, but the preceding State.
As far as the assets and liabilities and their division are concerned, this
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qgquestion is being dealt with within the Wrking G oup on Succession |ssues of
the Internati onal Conference on the Forner Yugoslavia. The Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia, as a preceding State, only continues the international |egal

personal ity of the former SFRY follow ng the secession of sonme of its parts.

It is unfortunate, however, that the Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Ooatia is attenpting, using erroneous argunents and interpreting
themmaliciously, to politicize and abuse the work of the Revi ew Conference of
the States Parties to the Convention.

Nei ther Croatia nor any other seceded part of the forner SFRY has any
right to deny the freely expressed will and the exercise of the right to
sel f-determ nation of the peopl es who have decided to remain in Yugosl avi a,
whi ch continues to exi st under the nanme of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
incorporating alnmost a half of the territory and popul ati on of the precedi ng
State.
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCW CONF. |/ 10

TO THE CONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITION OR 12 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Giginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

ESTI MATED COSTS OF THE RESUMED SESSI ONS OF THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE

STATES PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PRCHI Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE

USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WHI CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY
I NJURI QUS OR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

Note by the Secretariat

1. During the first phase of the Review Conference of the States Parties to
the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain

Conventi onal Wapons which may be deened to be excessively injurious or to
have indiscrimnate effects held in Vienna from25 Septenber 1995 through

13 Qctober 1995, the Conference deci ded inter alia that, in view of the
additional tinme needed to conplete its work, it would suspend its work on

13 Qctober 1995 and woul d continue it at resuned sessions, to be held in
Ceneva from 15 January to 19 January 1996 and from22 April to 3 May 1996
(paras. 28 and 29 of CCWOONF. |/8/Rev.1 dated 16 Cctober 1995 refers).

2. The costs of the first and second resuned sessions of the Review
Conference are presently estimted at $411, 800 and $937, 900, respectively.
These estimates are inclusive of pre-session, in-session and post-session
docunentation costs. A detail ed breakdown of the estimated costs is provided
in Annexes | and Il for the respective sessions.

3. It should be noted that the costs are estinmated on the basis of past
experience and antici pated workload. The actual costs will only be determ ned
after closure of the sessions when the exact workload is known. At that tine,
any adjustment in the contributions by the participants sharing the costs wll
be nade accordingly.

4. In accordance with the cost sharing applied for the first phase of the
Revi ew Conference, the costs of the resunmed sessions will be shared anong the
States Parties to the Convention participating in the resumed sessions based
on the United Nations scal e of assessnment pro-rated to take into account the
nunber of States Parties participating in the sessions. States which are not
States Parties to the Convention and which accept the invitation to take part
in the sessions will share in the costs to the extent of their respective
rates of assessment under the United Nations scale.
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5. In line with past practice, assessnent notices will be prepared based on
the overall estinmated costs for the resuned sessions of the Review Conference
and the cost-sharing forrmula outlined in the preceding paragraph. Since the
hol di ng of the resuned sessions of the Review Conference shall have no
financial inplications for the regul ar budget of the O ganization, States
Parties should proceed with the paynent of their share of the estinmated costs
as soon as assessnent notices have been recei ved.
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ANNEX |

REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIESTO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS
ON THE USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY

INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

(RESUMED SESSION)

A. CONFERENCE - SERVICING COSTS

(15-19 JANUARY 1996)

Meeting Pre-session In-session Post-session Summary record Other TOTAL
services documentation documentation documentation documentation requirements $)
& ® ® ® ® ®
Interpretation 97 300 97 300
Meeting room Attendant 4100 4100
Conference Officer 1100 1100
Editor 800 800
Translation 3 400 16 300 12 900 22 900 55 500
Revision 1 600 6 700 5 200 6 700 20 200
Translation/Self-revision 3 400 18 300 14 000 0 35 700
Typing 2 900 12 900 10 400 16 600 42 800
Reproduction 2 500 12 300 9 900 9 700 34 400
Distribution 4100 20 600 4100 5 400 34 200
Secretaries 4 600 4 600
Sound Technicians 5 300 5 300
Messenger 1 000 1 000
Document distribution officer 1 000 1 000
Overtime 6 100 6 100
Rental of equip. &
supplies/Communications 1300 1300
SUB-TOTAL 103 300 17 900 87 100 56 500 61 300 19 300 345 400
B. NON-CONFERENCE SERVICING
COSTS
(a) Estimated travel and daily subsistence allowance in respect of substantive staff
to service the Review Conference. $10 900
1 Deputy Director and Secretary-General of the Conference (10-19 January 1996),
1 Senior Political Affairs Officer (11-22 January 1996) and
1 secretarial assistance (10-19 January 1996).
(b) Office of the Secretary-General of the Conference (Special post allowance, representation allowance and hospitality). $6 000
C. PRESS COVERAGE $2100
SUB-TOTAL  $364 000

D. PROGRAMME-SUPPORT COSTS (13% OF CONFERENCE AND NON-CONFERENCE SERVICING COSTS) $47 400
E. GRAND TOTAL $411 800

ANNEX I
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS
ON THE USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL WEAPONSWHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY
INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS
(RESUMED SESSION)

(22 APRIL - 3MAY 1996)
A. CONFERENCE - SERVICING COSTS

Mhaking (Pra—sassion, dscumantation In-session Post-session Summary r
i $) documentation documentation documente
($) ($) ®) ®)
Interpretation 304 700
Meeting Room Attendant 14 700
Conference Officer 4 500
Editor 3 800
Translation 6 300 32 200 12 900 45 5(
Revision 3100 12 900 5 200 12 9C
Translation/Self-revision 7 300 35 600 14 000
Typing 5 300 25 900 10 400 33 0(
Reproduction 4 900 24 700 49 500 19 5C
Distribution 4 100 30 900 4 100 10 9C
Secretaries
Sound Technicians
Messenger
Document distribution officer
Overtime
Rental of equip. &
supplies/Communications
SUB-TOTAL 327 700 31 000 162 200 96 100 121 8(

B. NON-CONFERENCE SERVICING

COSTS

(a) Estimated travel and daily subsistence allowance in respect of substantive staff
to service the Review Conference.

Deputy Director and Secretary-General of the Conference (15 April - 8 May 1996)
Senior Political Affairs Officers (16 April - 7 May 1996)

Political Affairs Officer (17April - 7 May 1996)

Legal Affairs Officer (17April - 7 May 1996)

Secretarial assistant (15 April - 8 May 1996)

R RN e

(b) Office of the Secretary-General of the Conference (Special post allowance, representation allowance and hospitality).

C. PRESS COVERAGE

D. PROGRAMME-SUPPORT COSTS (13% OF CONFERENCE AND NON-CONFERENCE SERVICING COSTS)
E. GRAND TOTAL

REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCOW CONF. |/ 11
TO THE CONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITION OR 15 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE
DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR
TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Qiginal: ENGISH

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

I NTERI M REPCORT OF THE RESUMED SESSI ON OF THE REVI EW CONFERENCE
OF THE STATES PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PROHI BI TI ONS OR
RESRTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS

VWH CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS OR TO HAVE
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I NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

I nt roducti on

1. On 13 Cctober 1995, the Review Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Certain Conventional Wapons decided that, in view of the
additional time needed to conplete its work, it would continue its work at
resuned sessions, to be held in Geneva from15 to 19 January 1996 and from
22 April to 3 May 1996 with a view to concluding the review and anmendnent of
Protocol 1. It was agreed that the session scheduled to be held from15 to
19 January 1996 woul d focus its deliberations on Articles 2-6 of Protocol II
of the Convention relating to prohibitions or restrictions on the use of

m nes, booby-traps and other devices and its Techni cal Annex.

2. On 12 Decenber 1995 the CGeneral Assenbly adopted resol ution 50/ 74,
which, inter alia, reads as follows:

“5. Takes note of the interimreport of the Review Conference of
the States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich May be Deenmed to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, held at Vi enna
from25 Septenber to 13 Cctober 1995;

6. Commends the Protocol on Binding Laser Wapons (Protocol 1V)
to all States, with a viewto achieving the w dest possible adherence to
this instrument at an early date;

7. Calls upon the States Parties to intensify their efforts in
order to conclude negotiati ons on a strengthened Protocol 11;

8. Takes note of the decision of the Review Conference to
continue its work at resumed sessions at Geneva from15 to 19 January
and 22 April to 3 May 1996;

9. Requests the Secretary-Ceneral to continue furnishing needed
assi stance to the Review Conference;
CCWCONF. | /11
page 2
10. Again calls upon the naxi mum nunber of States to attend the

Revi ew Conf er ence.”
Organi zation of the resumed session of the Conference

3. The resumed session was opened on 15 January by the President of the
Conf erence, Anbassador Johan Ml ander of Sweden. At its opening neeting, the
Conference recei ved a message fromthe Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations
whi ch was delivered by M. Madimr Petrovsky, D rector General of the

United Nations Ofice at Geneva. M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of the
United Nations Centre for D sarnanent Affairs, continued to serve as
Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference.
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4. The following 43 States Parties to the Convention participated in the
sessi on:

Australia Ger many Nor way

Austria QG eece Paki st an

Bel gi um Hungary Pol and

Bul gari a I ndi a Russi an Federati on

Canada Irel and Sl ovaki a

Chi na I srael Sl oveni a

Croatia Italy Spai n

Cuba Japan Sweden

Cyprus Latvi a Switzerl and

Czech Republic Li echtenstein Tuni si a

Denmar k Mal ta WKr ai ne

Ecuador Mexi co Uni ted Kingdomof Geat Britain

Fi nl and Mongol i a and Northern Irel and

France Net her | ands United States of America
New Zeal and U uguay

5. In accordance with Rule 1 of the Rules of Procedure, the follow ng

33 States non-parties to the Convention participated in the session as
observers:

Af ghani st an Hondur as Por t ugal

Al geria I ndonesi a Republ i ¢ of Korea

Angol a Iran (Islamc Romani a

Argentina Republ i ¢ of) Si ngapor e

Arneni a Jor dan South Africa

Bol i vi a Li byan Arab Jamahiriya Syrian Arab Republic

Brazi | Luxenbour g Thai | and

Bur undi Mor occo Tur key

Chile N car agua Uni on of Myanmar

Col onbi a N geri a Viet Nam

Egypt Peru

Holy See Phi |'i ppi nes
CCW CONF. |/ 11
page 3

6. In accordance with Rules 46, 47 and 48 of the Rules of Procedure,

representatives of the United Nations Children's Fund, United Nations
Departnent of Humanitarian Affairs, United Nations H gh Conm ssioner for

Ref ugees, United Nations Institute for D sarmanent Research, League of Arab
States, International Coonmttee of the Red Cross, International Federation of
Red Oross and Red O escent Societies and Sovereign Order of Malta parti ci pated
in the session as observers. In accordance with Rule 49 of the Rules of
Procedure, 25 non-governnental organizations attended public neetings of the
sessi on.

7. The Conference adopted, at its 9th plenary meeting on 15 January 1996,
the arrangenents for neeting the costs of the resumed sessions, as contained
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in docunent CCWCONF.1/10, in accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules of
Pr ocedur e.

Work of the resuned session

8. The resumed session held two plenary neetings on 15 and 19 January 1996,
respectively. As decided, in the course of its work the Conference
concentrated its efforts on Articles 2-6 of Protocol Il and its Technica
Annex. |ts substantive work was carried out in the framework of open-ended
informal Presidential consultations. |In addition, a nmeeting of mlitary
experts was convened by the President on 18 January 1996 with a viewto
addressing rel evant issues.

9. As agreed, the work of the resunmed session proceeded on the basis of the
proposal s contai ned i n documents CCWCONF. | /1, CCW CONF. |/ Wp. 2/ Add. 1,

CCW CONF. I /WP. 3 and CCW CONF. | / WP. 4* wi thout prejudice to the positions held
by States Parties on issues under consideration and w thout prejudice to
further proposals that mght be made by States Parties in that regard. A
nunber of new docunents were subnitted by del egations at the resumed session

A list of the docunents is annexed to the present report.

10. At its 10th plenary neeting on 19 January, the President subnitted a
revised version of the President's text (CCWGCONF.|I/WP. 4/ Rev. 1) incorporating
certain changes to Articles 2-6 and the Technical Annex of the draft revised
Protocol Il contained therein for the consideration of del egations, and as a
basis for the work of the concluding session of the Review Conference. The
revi sed version of the President's text reflects the stage of negotiations as
seen by the President and does not commit any del egation.
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CCW CONF. I/ 9

CCW CONF. |/ 10

CCW CONF. |/ 11

CCW CONF. | / WP. 4/ Rev. 1

CCW CONF. | / CRP. 1

CCW CONF. | / CRP. 2

CCW CONF. | / CRP. 3

CCW CONF. | / CRP. 4

CCW CONF. | / CRP. 5

Annex

LI ST OF DOCUMENTS

Title or description

“Note verbal e dated 25 Cctober 1995 fromthe
Per manent M ssion of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia to the United Nations O'fice and

other International O ganizations in Geneva”.

“Estimated costs of the resuned sessions of
the Revi ew Conference of the States Parties
to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Convent i onal \Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects”.

“InterimReport of the resumed session of the
Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to
the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Convent i onal \Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects”.

“President's text”.

“Specifications on Detectability (for

Techni cal Annex) - Proposal submtted by the
Uni ted Ki ngdonf.

“Article 2 - Proposal subnitted by Wkraine”.

“Article 3 of the Technical Annex - Proposal
subnmitted by Wkraine”.

“Techni cal annex - Proposal submtted by
France, Russian Federation, United Ki ngdom
and United States”.

“Anti-handling devices - Background paper
submtted by the Netherlands del egation”.
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CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

CCW CONF.

.1/ CRP.6

/SR 9-10

[ /1 NF. 3/ Add. 3*

[/1NF. 6

[/INF. 7

[/1NF. 8

CCOW CONF. I/ 11
page 5

Title or description

“Draft InterimReport of the resuned session
of the Review Conference of the States
Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Convent i onal \Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have

I ndiscrimnate Effects”.

Summary records of the 9th and 10t h neeti ngs.
“List of States Parties and Signatories”.
“List of Ofices and Tel ephone Nunbers”.
“Provisional List of Participants”.

“List of Participants”.
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES
PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON
PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS ON
THE USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL
WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO
BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR TO
HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

COW CONF. 1/ 12
22 April 1996

ENG.I SH
Oiginal: CH NESE

Second resunmed session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

Chi na

Mratoriumon the export of anti-personnel | andm nes

Chi na nai ntains that the international
nmeasures to reduce civilian suffering and casual ties caused by the

i rresponsi bl e use of anti-personnel
CGovernnent will continue to exercise the utnost
on the export of |andm nes. China declares that,

of the amended Landm ne Protocol,

specifications on detectability,

provided for in the Protocol, and will

it will
of anti-personnel |andm nes which are not

| andm nes.
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communi ty shoul d take urgent

In this respect, the Chi nese
restraint and strict control
pending the entry into force
i npl enent a noratoriumon its export
in conformty with the technical

sel f-destructi on and sel f-deactivati on as

ban the export of booby-traps.



REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES CCW CONF. |/ 13

PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON 25 April 1996
PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS ON o
THE USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL Qiginal: ENGISH

WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO
BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR TO
HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Second resunmed session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

Croatia

Croatia declares noratoriumon the use, production, stockpiling,
i nport and export of anti-personnel |andm nes, booby-traps and
remotely delivered anti-personnel mnes

On 19 April 1996 the Deputy Prinme Mnister and M nister of Foreign
Affairs dr. Mate Gani ¢ and the Mnister of Defence Gojko Susak have issued a
joint statenment announcing that the Republic of Croatia declares a noratorium
on the use, production, stockpiling, inmport and export of anti-personnel
| andm nes, booby-traps and renotely delivered anti-personnel m nes.

Wth this decision the Republic of Groatia ains to strengthen its role
and position in peace processes and international relations, as well as in the
i npl enentati on of peace initiatives and in contributing to global efforts for
di sarmanent, the establishment of |asting peace and buil di ng of confidence
bet ween States and peopl es.
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES CCW CONF. | / 14/ Rev. 1

PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON 6 May 1996
PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS ON o
THE USE OF CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL Qiginal: ENGISH

WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO
BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR TO
HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Second resunmed session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

PROTOCOL ON PRCH Bl TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF M NES,
BOOBY- TRAPS AND OTHER DEVI CES AS AMENDED ON 3 MAY 1996
(PROTOOCL 11 AS AMENDED ON 3 NAY 1996) ANNEXED TO THE
CONVENTI ON ON PRCHI BI TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE COF
CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL VWEAPONS WH CH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE
EXCESSI VELY | NJUR QUS OR TO HAVE | NDI SCR M NATE EFFECTS

ARTICLE 1: AMENDED PROTOCOL

The Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of M nes,
Booby-traps and O her Devices (Protocol 11), annexed to the Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional VWapons Wi ch
May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects
(“the Convention”) is hereby anended. The text of the Protocol as anmended
shall read as foll ows:

“Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of M nes, Booby-Traps and Ot her Devices as
Amended on 3 May 1996
(Protocol Il as anended on 3 May 1996)
Aticle 1

Scope of application

1. This Protocol relates to the use on | and of the mines, booby-traps and
ot her devices, defined herein, including nmines laid to interdict beaches,

wat erway crossings or river crossings, but does not apply to the use of
anti-ship mnes at sea or in inland waterways.
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2. This Protocol shall apply, in addition to situations referred to in
Article 1 of this Convention, to situations referred to in Article 3 common to
t he Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949. This Protocol shall not apply to
situations of internal disturbances and tensions, such as riots, isolated and
sporadi c acts of violence and other acts of a simlar nature, as not being
armed conflicts.

3. In case of armed conflicts not of an international character occurring
inthe territory of one of the Hgh Contracting Parties, each party to the
conflict shall be bound to apply the prohibitions and restrictions of this
Pr ot ocol

4, Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked for the purpose of affecting
the sovereignty of a State or the responsibility of the Governnent, by al
legitinmate nmeans, to maintain or re-establish law and order in the State or to
defend the national unity and territorial integrity of the State.

5. Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked as a justification for
intervening, directly or indirectly, for any reason whatever, in the arned
conflict or in the internal or external affairs of the H gh Contracting Party
inthe territory of which that conflict occurs.

6. The application of the provisions of this Protocol to parties to a
conflict, which are not Hgh Contracting Parties that have accepted this
Protocol, shall not change their |egal status or the legal status of a
disputed territory, either explicitly or inplicitly.

Article 2
Definitions
For the purpose of this Protocol

1. "M ne' neans a nunition placed under, on or near the ground or other
surface area and designed to be expl oded by the presence, proximty or contact
of a person or vehicle.

2. "Renotel y-delivered mne' nmeans a mne not directly enplaced but
delivered by artillery, mssile, rocket, nortar, or simlar nmeans, or dropped
froman aircraft. Mnes delivered froma | and-based systemfromless than
500 netres are not considered to be 'renotely delivered , provided that they
are used in accordance with Article 5 and other relevant Articles of this

Pr ot ocol

3. "Anti-personnel mne' means a nine prinmarily designed to be expl oded by
the presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will incapacitate,
injure or kill one or nore persons.
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4. ' Booby-trap' means any device or material which is designed,
constructed, or adapted to kill or injure, and which functions unexpectedly

when a person disturbs or approaches an apparently harm ess object or perforns
an apparently safe act.

5. "G her devices' nmeans manual | y-enpl aced nunitions and devi ces incl uding
i mprovi sed expl osi ve devices designed to kill, injure or damage and which are
actuated manual ly, by renote control or automatically after a | apse of tine.

6. "Mlitary objective' neans, so far as objects are concerned, any object
which by its nature, |ocation, purpose or use nakes an effective contribution
to mlitary action and whose total or partial destruction, capture or
neutralization, in the circunstances ruling at the tinme, offers a definite
mlitary advantage.

7. "Cvilian objects' are all objects which are not mlitary objectives as
defined in paragraph 6 of this Article.

8. "Mnefield is a defined area in which nmnes have been enpl aced and
"mned area’ is an area which is dangerous due to the presence of m nes.

" Phoney minefield nmneans an area free of mnes that sinulates a mnefield.
The term' mnefield includes phoney m nefiel ds.

9. "Recording’ means a physical, admnistrative and technical operation
designed to obtain, for the purpose of registration in official records, al
avail able information facilitating the | ocation of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devi ces.

10. " Sel f-destruction nmechani smi neans an incorporated or external ly
attached automati cal | y-functi oni ng mechani smwhi ch secures the destruction of
the nunition into which it is incorporated or to which it is attached.

11. "Self-neutralization mechani sni means an i ncor porat ed
aut omat i cal | y-functioni ng mechani smwhi ch renders i noperable the nunition
into which it is incorporated.

12. "Sel f-deactivating' neans autonatically rendering a nunition inoperable
by means of the irreversible exhaustion of a conponent, for exanple, a
battery, that is essential to the operation of the rnunition.

13. "Renote control' neans control by comrands from a di stance.
14. "Anti-handling device' means a device intended to protect a mne and
which is part of, linked to, attached to or placed under the m ne and which

activates when an attenpt is nade to tanper with the nine
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15. "Transfer' involves, in addition to the physical novenent of mnes into
or fromnational territory, the transfer of title to and control over the

m nes, but does not involve the transfer of territory containing enpl aced

m nes.

Article 3

Ceneral restrictions on the use of mnes,
booby-traps and ot her devices

1. This Article applies to:
(a) m nes;
(b) booby-traps; and
(c) ot her devi ces.

2. Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict is, in accordance
with the provisions of this Protocol, responsible for all mnes, booby-traps,
and ot her devices enployed by it and undertakes to clear, renove, destroy or
mai ntain themas specified in Article 10 of this Protocol

3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to use any m ne, booby-trap or
ot her device which is designed or of a nature to cause superfluous injury or
unnecessary suffering.

4, Weapons to which this Article applies shall strictly conply with the
standards and lintations specified in the Technical Annex with respect to
each particul ar category.

5. It is prohibited to use mnes, booby-traps or other devices which enpl oy
a mechani smor device specifically designed to detonate the nunition by the
presence of commonly available mne detectors as a result of their nagnetic or
ot her non-contact influence during normal use in detection operations.

6. It is prohibited to use a self-deactivating mne equi pped with an
anti-handling device that is designed in such a manner that the anti-handling
devi ce is capable of functioning after the mne has ceased to be capabl e of
functioni ng.

7. It is prohibited in all circunstances to direct weapons to which this
Article applies, either in offence, defence or by way of reprisals, against
the civilian population as such or against individual civilians or civilian
obj ect s.
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8. The indiscrimnate use of weapons to which this Article applies is
prohibited. Indiscrimnate use is any placenent of such weapons:
(a) which is not on, or directed against, a mlitary objective. 1In

case of doubt as to whether an object which is normally dedicated to civilian
pur poses, such as a place of worship, a house or other dwelling or a school
is being used to make an effective contribution to mlitary action, it shal
be presuned not to be so used;

(b) whi ch enpl oys a method or means of delivery which cannot be
directed at a specific mlitary objective; or

(c) whi ch may be expected to cause incidental loss of civilian life,
injury to civilians, danage to civilian objects, or a conbination thereof,
whi ch woul d be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct mlitary
advant age anti ci pat ed.

9. Several clearly separated and distinct mlitary objectives located in a
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians or civilian objects are not to be treated as a single nilitary

obj ecti ve.

10. Al feasible precautions shall be taken to protect civilians fromthe
effects of weapons to which this Article applies. Feasible precautions are
those precautions which are practicable or practically possible taking into
account all circunstances ruling at the tine, including humanitarian and
mlitary considerations. These circunstances include, but are not limted to:

(a) the short- and long-termeffect of mnes upon the local civilian
popul ati on for the duration of the mnefield;

(b) possi bl e neasures to protect civilians (for exanple, fencing
signs, warning and nonitoring);

(c) the availability and feasibility of using alternatives; and

(d) the short- and long-termmilitary requirenents for a mnefield.
11. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any enpl acenent of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices which may affect the civilian popul ati on, unless
ci rcunstances do not permt.

Article 4

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines

It is prohibited to use anti-personnel mnes which are not detectable,
as specified in paragraph 2 of the Technical Annex.
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Article 5
Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines
other than renotely-delivered m nes
1. This Article applies to anti-personnel nines other than

remnot el y-del i vered m nes.

2. It is prohibited to use weapons to which this Article applies which are
not in conpliance with the provisions on self-destruction and
sel f-deactivation in the Techni cal Annex, unless

(a) such weapons are placed within a perineter-marked area which is
nonitored by mlitary personnel and protected by fencing or other neans, to
ensure the effective exclusion of civilians fromthe area. The narking nust
be of a distinct and durable character and nust at |east be visible to a
person who is about to enter the perineter-marked area; and

(b) such weapons are cleared before the area i s abandoned, unless the
area is turned over to the forces of another State which accept responsibility
for the mai ntenance of the protections required by this Article and the
subsequent cl earance of those weapons.

3. A party to a conflict is relieved fromfurther conpliance with the
provi si ons of subparagraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) of this Article only if such
conpliance is not feasible due to forcible loss of control of the area as a
result of eneny mlitary action, including situations where direct eneny
mlitary action nmakes it inpossible to conply. |If that party regains contro
of the area, it shall resunme conpliance with the provisions of

subpar agraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) of this Article.

4. If the forces of a party to a conflict gain control of an area in which
weapons to which this Article applies have been |aid, such forces shall, to
the maxi mum extent feasible, maintain and, if necessary, establish the
protections required by this Article until such weapons have been cl ear ed.

5. Al feasible neasures shall be taken to prevent the unauthorized
renoval , defacenent, destruction or conceal nent of any device, systemor
material used to establish the perineter of a perimeter-narked area.

6. Weapons to which this Article applies which propel fragments in a

hori zontal arc of |less than 90 degrees and which are placed on or above the
ground nay be used w thout the neasures provided for in subparagraph 2 (a) of
this Article for a maxi mum period of 72 hours, if:

(a) they are located in imrediate proximty to the mlitary unit that
enpl aced them and
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(b) the area is nonitored by nilitary personnel to ensure the
effective exclusion of civilians.
Article 6

Restrictions on the use of renotely-delivered m nes

1. It is prohibited to use renotel y-delivered mnes unless they are
recorded in accordance with subparagraph 1 (b) of the Technical Annex.

2. It is prohibited to use renotel y-delivered anti-personnel nines which
are not in conpliance with the provisions on self-destruction and
sel f-deactivation in the Techni cal Annex.

3. It is prohibited to use renotely-delivered mnes other than
anti-personnel mnes, unless, to the extent feasible, they are equipped with
an effective self-destruction or self-neutralization nechani smand have a
back-up sel f-deactivation feature, which is designed so that the mne will no
[ onger function as a mne when the mne no | onger serves the mlitary purpose
for which it was placed in position.

4. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any delivery or dropping of
renot el y-del i vered m nes which nay affect the civilian popul ati on, unl ess
ci rcunstances do not permt.

Article 7

Prohibitions on the use of booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Wthout prejudice to the rules of international |aw applicable in arned
conflict relating to treachery and perfidy, it is prohibited in all
ci rcunstances to use booby-traps and ot her devices which are in any way
attached to or associated with:
(a) internationally recognized protective enbl ens, signs or signals;
(b) si ck, wounded or dead persons;

(c) burial or cremation sites or graves;

(d) medi cal facilities, nedical equipnent, medical supplies or nedica
transportati on;

(e) children's toys or other portable objects or products specially
designed for the feeding, health, hygiene, clothing or education of children;

(f) food or drink
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(9) kitchen utensils or appliances except in mlitary establishments,
mlitary locations or mlitary supply depots;

(h) objects clearly of a religious nature;

(i) hi storic monurments, works of art or places of worship which
constitute the cultural or spiritual heritage of peoples; or

(i) animal s or their carcasses.

2. It is prohibited to use booby-traps or other devices in the form of
apparently harm ess portabl e objects which are specifically designed and
constructed to contain expl osive materi al

3. Wthout prejudice to the provisions of Article 3, it is prohibited to
use weapons to which this Article applies in any city, town, village or other
area containing a simlar concentration of civilians in which conbat between
ground forces is not taking place or does not appear to be inmmnent, unless
either:

(a) they are placed on or in the close vicinity of a mlitary
obj ective; or

(b) nmeasures are taken to protect civilians fromtheir effects, for
exanpl e, the posting of warning sentries, the issuing of warnings or the
provi sion of fences.

Article 8
Transfers

1. In order to pronote the purposes of this Protocol, each H gh Contracting
Party:

(a) undertakes not to transfer any nmine the use of which is prohibited
by this Protocol;

(b) undertakes not to transfer any mne to any recipient other than a
State or a State agency authorized to receive such transfers;

(c) undertakes to exercise restraint in the transfer of any mne the
use of which is restricted by this Protocol. In particular, each H gh
Contracting Party undertakes not to transfer any anti-personnel mnes to
States which are not bound by this Protocol, unless the recipient State agrees
to apply this Protocol; and
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(d) undertakes to ensure that any transfer in accordance with this
Article takes place in full conpliance, by both the transferring and the
reci pient State, with the relevant provisions of this Protocol and the
appl i cable norns of international humanitarian | aw.

2. In the event that a H gh Contracting Party declares that it will defer
conpliance with specific provisions on the use of certain mnes, as provided
for in the Technical Annex, subparagraph 1 (a) of this Article shall however
apply to such m nes.

3. Al Hgh Contracting Parties, pending the entry into force of this
Protocol, will refrain fromany actions which woul d be inconsistent with
subparagraph 1 (a) of this Article.

Article 9

Recordi ng and use of information on mnefields, m ned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Al information concerning mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices shall be recorded in accordance with the provisions of the
Techni cal Annex.

2. Al'l such records shall be retained by the parties to a conflict, who
shal |, without delay after the cessation of active hostilities, take all
necessary and appropriate neasures, including the use of such information, to
protect civilians fromthe effects of mnefields, nmned areas, mnes,
booby-traps and other devices in areas under their control.

At the sane tine, they shall also nake available to the other party or
parties to the conflict and to the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations al
such information in their possession concerning mnefields, mned areas,

m nes, booby-traps and other devices laid by themin areas no | onger under
their control; provided, however, subject to reciprocity, where the forces of
a party to a conflict are in the territory of an adverse party, either party
may w thhol d such information fromthe Secretary-CGeneral and the other party,
to the extent that security interests require such withholding, until neither
party is in the territory of the other. 1In the latter case, the information
wi t hhel d shall be disclosed as soon as those security interests pernit.

Wher ever possible, the parties to the conflict shall seek, by mutua
agreenent, to provide for the release of such information at the earliest
possible tinme in a manner consistent with the security interests of each

party.

3. This Article is without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 10
and 12 of this Protocol
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Article 10
Renoval of minefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices and international cooperation
1. Wthout delay after the cessation of active hostilities, all mnefields,

m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices shall be cleared, renoved,
destroyed or maintained in accordance with Article 3 and paragraph 2 of
Article 5 of this Protocol

2. H gh Contracting Parties and parties to a conflict bear such
responsibility with respect to mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps and
ot her devices in areas under their control.

3. Wth respect to mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and other
devices laid by a party in areas over which it no | onger exercises control,
such party shall provide to the party in control of the area pursuant to
paragraph 2 of this Article, to the extent permtted by such party, technica
and material assistance necessary to fulfil such responsibility.

4. At all tinmes necessary, the parties shall endeavour to reach agreenent,
bot h anmong t hensel ves and, where appropriate, with other States and with

i nternati onal organizations, on the provision of technical and nmateria

assi stance, including, in appropriate circunstances, the undertaking of joint
operations necessary to fulfil such responsibilities.

Article 11

Technol ogi cal cooperation and assi stance

1. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to facilitate and shall have the
right to participate in the full est possible exchange of equi prent, nmateria
and scientific and technol ogi cal information concerning the inplenentati on of
this Protocol and neans of mne clearance. |In particular, Hgh Contracting
Parties shall not inpose undue restrictions on the provision of mne clearance
equi pnent and rel ated technol ogi cal information for humanitari an purposes.

2. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to provide information to the

dat abase on nine cl earance established within the United Nati ons System
especially information concerning various neans and technol ogi es of m ne
clearance, and lists of experts, expert agencies or national points of contact
on m ne cl earance

3. Each H gh Contracting Party in a position to do so shall provide
assi stance for mne clearance through the United Nations System other
international bodies or on a bilateral basis, or contribute to the
United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund for Assistance in Mne d earance
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4. Requests by H gh Contracting Parties for assistance, substantiated by
rel evant information, nmay be subnitted to the United Nations, to other
appropriate bodies or to other States. These requests may be submtted to the
Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations, who shall transnmit themto all H gh
Contracting Parties and to relevant international organizations.

5. In the case of requests to the United Nations, the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, within the resources available to the Secretary-CGeneral of
the United Nations, may take appropriate steps to assess the situation and, in
cooperation with the requesting H gh Contracting Party, determne the
appropriate provision of assistance in mne clearance or inplenentation of the
Protocol. The Secretary-General nay also report to Hgh Contracting Parties
on any such assessnent as well as on the type and scope of assistance
required.

6. Wthout prejudice to their constitutional and other |egal provisions,
the Hgh Contracting Parties undertake to cooperate and transfer technology to
facilitate the inplenmentation of the relevant prohibitions and restrictions
set out in this Protocol.

7. Each H gh Contracting Party has the right to seek and receive technical
assi stance, where appropriate, fromanother H gh Contracting Party on specific
rel evant technol ogy, other than weapons technol ogy, as necessary and feasibl e,
with a viewto reducing any period of deferral for which provision is nade in
t he Techni cal Annex.

Article 12

Protection fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Application

(a) Wth the exception of the forces and mssions referred to in
subparagraph 2 (a) (i) of this Article, this Article applies only to m ssions
which are performng functions in an area with the consent of the H gh
Contracting Party on whose territory the functions are perfornmed.

(b) The application of the provisions of this Article to parties to a
conflict which are not H gh Contracting Parties shall not change their |egal
status or the legal status of a disputed territory, either explicitly or

inplicitly.

(c) The provisions of this Article are wi thout prejudice to existing
international humanitarian law, or other international instruments as
appl i cabl e, or decisions by the Security Council of the United Nations, which
provide for a higher |evel of protection to personnel functioning in
accordance with this Article.
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2. Peace-keepi ng and certain other forces and m ssions

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any United Nations force or mission performng
peace- keepi ng, observation or simlar functions in any area
in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations; and

(i) any m ssion established pursuant to Chapter V11 of the
Charter of the United Nations and performng its functions
inthe area of a conflict.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a force or mssion to which this paragraph appli es,
shal I :

(i) so far as it is able, take such neasures as are necessary to
protect the force or mssion fromthe effects of nines
booby-traps and other devices in any area under its control;

(i) if necessary in order effectively to protect such personnel,
remove or render harmess, so far as it is able, all mnes,
booby-traps and other devices in that area; and

(iii) informthe head of the force or mssion of the l|ocation of
all known mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and
other devices in the area in which the force or mssion is
performng its functions and, so far as is feasible, make
avail able to the head of the force or mssion al
information in its possession concerning such mnefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devi ces.

3. Hunanitarian and fact-finding mssions of the United Nations System

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any humanitarian or fact-finding m ssion
of the United Nations System

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in subparagraph 2 (b) (i) of this Article; and

(ii) if access to or through any place under its control is
necessary for the performance of the mssion's functions and
in order to provide the personnel of the mssion with safe
passage to or through that place:
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(aa) wunless ongoing hostilities prevent, informthe head of
the mssion of a safe route to that place if such information is
avai |l abl e; or

(bb) if infornation identifying a safe route is not provided
in accordance w th subparagraph (aa), so far as is necessary and
feasible, clear a | ane through m nefields.

4, Mssions of the International Committee of the Red Oross

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any mssion of the Internationa
Committee of the Red Oross performng functions with the consent of the host
State or States as provided for by the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949
and, where applicable, their Additional Protocols.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in subparagraph 2 (b) (i) of this Article; and

(ii) take the measures set out in subparagraph 3 (b) (ii) of this

Article.
5. G her humanitarian m ssions and mssions of inquiry
(a) I nsof ar as paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of this Article do not apply to

them this paragraph applies to the follow ng mssions when they are
performng functions in the area of a conflict or to assist the victins of a
conflict:

(i) any hunmanitarian mssion of a national Red Cross or
Red Crescent society or of their International Federation;

(i) any mssion of an inpartial hunanitarian organization,
i ncluding any inpartial hunanitarian dem ning m ssion; and

(iii) any m ssion of inquiry established pursuant to the
provisions of the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 and,
where applicable, their Additional Protocols.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so

requested by the head of a mssion to which this paragraph applies, shall, so
far as is feasible:
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(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in subparagraph 2 (b) (i) of this Article; and
(ii) take the measures set out in subparagraph 3 (b) (ii) of this
Article.
6. Confidentiality

Al information provided in confidence pursuant to this Article shall be
treated by the recipient in strict confidence and shall not be rel eased
outside the force or mssion concerned w thout the express authorization of
the provider of the information.

7. Respect for | aws and requl ati ons

Wthout prejudice to such privileges and i munities as they may enjoy or
to the requirenents of their duties, personnel participating in the forces and
mssions referred to in this Article shall:

(a) respect the laws and regul ati ons of the host State; and

(b) refrain fromany action or activity inconpatible with the
inpartial and international nature of their duties.

Article 13

Consultations of Hgh Contracting Parties

1. The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult and cooperate with
each other on all issues related to the operation of this Protocol. For this
pur pose, a conference of H gh Contracting Parties shall be held annually.

2. Participation in the annual conferences shall be determ ned by their
agreed Rul es of Procedure.

3. The work of the conference shall include
(a) review of the operation and status of this Protocol;

(b) consi deration of matters arising fromreports by H gh Contracting
Parties according to paragraph 4 of this Article;

(c) preparation for review conferences; and

(d) consi deration of the devel opnent of technol ogies to protect
civilians against indiscrimnate effects of m nes.

- 175 -



CCW CONF. | / 14/ Rev. 1
page 15

4, The H gh Contracting Parties shall provide annual reports to the
Depositary, who shall circulate themto all H gh Contracting Parties in
advance of the conference, on any of the follow ng natters:

(a) di ssem nation of information on this Protocol to their armed
forces and to the civilian popul ation

(b) m ne cl earance and rehabilitati on progranmes;

(c) steps taken to neet technical requirenents of this Protocol and
any other relevant information pertaining thereto;

(d) legislation related to this Protocol

(e) nmeasures taken on international technical informati on exchange, on
i nternati onal cooperation on mne clearance, and on techni cal cooperation and
assi stance; and

(f) other relevant matters.

5. The cost of the Conference of H gh Contracting Parties shall be borne by
the Hgh Contracting Parties and States not parties participating in the work
of the conference, in accordance with the United Nations scal e of assessnent
adj usted appropriately.

Article 14

Conpl i ance

1. Each H gh Contracting Party shall take all appropriate steps, including
| egi sl ati ve and ot her neasures, to prevent and suppress violations of this
Protocol by persons or on territory under its jurisdiction or control

2. The neasures envisaged in paragraph 1 of this Article include
appropriate measures to ensure the inposition of penal sanctions agai nst
persons who, in relation to an arned conflict and contrary to the provisions
of this Protocol, wilfully kill or cause serious injury to civilians and to
bring such persons to justice.

3. Each H gh Contracting Party shall also require that its armed forces
issue relevant mlitary instructions and operating procedures and that armed
forces personnel receive training conmensurate with their duties and
responsibilities to conply with the provisions of this Protocol

4, The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult each other and to
cooperate with each other bilaterally, through the Secretary-CGeneral of the
United Nations or through other appropriate international procedures, to
resol ve any problens that may arise with regard to the interpretati on and
application of the provisions of this Protocol.

- 176 -



CCW CONF. | / 14/ Rev. 1
page 16

Techni cal _Annex

1. Recordi ng

(a) Recording of the |l ocation of mnes other than renotely-delivered
m nes, mnefields, mned areas, booby-traps and ot her devices shall be carried
out in accordance with the foll ow ng provisions:

(i) the location of the mnefields, mned areas and areas of
booby-traps and ot her devices shall be specified accurately
by relation to the coordinates of at |east two reference
poi nts and the estimated di nensions of the area contai ni ng
these weapons in relation to those reference points;

(i) maps, diagrans or other records shall be made in such a way
as to indicate the location of mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices in relation to reference
poi nts, and these records shall also indicate their
perineters and extent; and

(iii) for purposes of detection and cl earance of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices, maps, diagrans or other
records shall contain conplete information on the type,
nunber, enpl aci ng nethod, type of fuse and life time, date
and tine of laying, anti-handling devices (if any) and ot her
rel evant information on all these weapons |aid. Wenever
feasible the mnefield record shall show the exact |ocation
of every mne, except in row nmnefields where the row
location is sufficient. The precise |ocation and operating
mechani sm of each booby-trap laid shall be individually
recor ded.

(b) The estimated | ocation and area of renotel y-delivered m nes shal
be specified by coordinates of reference points (normally corner points) and
shal | be ascertained and when feasible nmarked on the ground at the earliest
opportunity. The total nunber and type of mnes laid, the date and time of
| aying and the self-destruction tinme periods shall also be recorded.

(c) Copi es of records shall be held at a | evel of comrand sufficient
to guarantee their safety as far as possible.

(d) The use of mnes produced after the entry into force of this

Protocol is prohibited unless they are marked in English or in the respective
nati onal |anguage or | anguages with the followi ng infornation:
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(i) nane of the country of origin;
(i) nonth and year of production; and
(iii) serial nunber or |ot nunber.

The marking should be visible, |egible, durable and resistant to environnenta
effects, as far as possible.

2. Specifications on detectability

(a) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced after
1 January 1997, such nines shall incorporate in their construction a nateria
or device that enables the mne to be detected by commonl y-avail abl e techni ca
m ne detection equi pnent and provi des a response signal equivalent to a signa
from8 grammes or nore of iron in a single coherent mass.

(b) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced before
1 January 1997, such mnes shall either incorporate in their construction, or
have attached prior to their enplacenent, in a manner not easily renovable, a
material or device that enables the nmne to be detected by comonl y-avail abl e
techni cal m ne detection equi pment and provi des a response signal equival ent
to a signal from8 gramres or nmore of iron in a single coherent mass.

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmediately conply w th subparagraph (b), it nay declare at the tine of
its notification of consent to be bound by this Protocol that it will defer
conpl i ance wi th subparagraph (b) for a period not to exceed nine years from
the entry into force of this Protocol. In the neantime it shall, to the
extent feasible, mnimze the use of anti-personnel nines that do not so

conpl y.

3. Specifications on self-destruction and self-deactivation

(a) Al renotely-delivered anti-personnel mnes shall be designed and
constructed so that no nore than 10 per cent of activated mnes will fail to
sel f-destruct within 30 days after enpl acenent, and each mne shall have a
back-up sel f-deactivation feature designed and constructed so that, in
conbi nation with the self-destruction mechanism no nore than one in
one thousand activated mnes will function as a mne 120 days after
enpl acenent .

(b) Al non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes, used outside
marked areas, as defined in Article 5 of this Protocol, shall conply with the
requi rements for self-destruction and self-deactivation stated in
subpar agraph (a).
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(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmedi ately conply w th subparagraphs (a) and/or (b), it nay declare at
the time of its notification of consent to be bound by this Protocol, that it
will, with respect to mnes produced prior to the entry into force of this
Protocol, defer conpliance wth subparagraphs (a) and/or (b) for a period not
to exceed nine years fromthe entry into force of this Protocol

During this period of deferral, the Hgh Contracting Party shall:

(i) undertake to minimze, to the extent feasible, the use of
anti-personnel mnes that do not so conply; and

(i) with respect to renotel y-delivered anti-personnel m nes,
conply with either the requirenents for self-destruction or
the requirenents for self-deactivation and, with respect to
ot her anti-personnel mnes conply with at |east the
requi rements for self-deactivation

4, International signs for mnefields and m ned areas

Signs simlar to the exanpl e attached and as specified bel ow shall be
utilized in the marking of mnefields and mned areas to ensure their
visibility and recognition by the civilian popul ati on:

(a) size and shape: a triangle or square no smaller than
28 centinetres (11 inches) by 20 centinmetres (7.9 inches) for a triangle, and
15 centinetres (6 inches) per side for a square;

(b) colour: red or orange with a yellow reflecting border;

(c) synbol: the synbol illustrated in the Attachnment, or an
alternative readily recognizable in the area in which the sign is to be
di spl ayed as identifying a dangerous area;

(d) | anguage: the sign should contain the word 'mines' in one of the
six official |anguages of the Convention (Arabic, Chinese, English, French,
Russi an and Spani sh) and the | anguage or | anguages prevalent in that area; and

(e) spaci ng: signs should be placed around the mnefield or m ned

area at a distance sufficient to ensure their visibility at any point by a
civilian approaching the area.”
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ARTI CLE 2: ENTRY | NTO FORCE

This amended Protocol shall enter into force as provided for in
paragraph 1 (b) of Article 8 of the Convention.
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCW CONF. |/ 15

TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 6 May 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

2nd resumned session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

LETTER DATED 3 MAY 1996 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATI VE OF
THE REPUBLI C OF BULGARI A TO THE UNI TED NATI ONS AT GENEVA

| have the pleasure to forward to you the communi cati on concerning the
tinmely moratoriumon the exports of anti-personnel |andm nes which was
announced by the Bul garian del egation during the Review Conference of the
States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certai n Conventi onal Weapons Wi ch May be Deenmed to be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects, held at Geneva on 22 April-3 My 1996.

Fol |l ows text of communication:

“By Decision No. 104 of 2 May 1996 concerni ng changes and
amendnents to the inports and exports regine of the Republic of
Bulgaria a tinmely noratoriumon the exports of anti-personnel
landm nes is introduced. The Decision takes effect imediately
upon adoption and is valid until 30 April 1999.~

(Signed) Valentin Dobrev
Anbassador
Per manent Representative
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REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCOW CONF. I/ WP. 1/ Rev. 1

TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 1 May 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

2nd resumned session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

MAI N COW TTEE |
Draft Final Declaration

THE H GH CONTRACTI NG PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON ON PRCH Bl TI ONS OR
RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WH CH MAY BE DEEMED TO
BE EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS CR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS, WH CH MET I N
VI ENNA FROM 25 SEPTEMBER TO 13 OCTOBER 1995, THEN | N GENEVA FROM 15 TO
19 JANUARY 1996 FOR THE FI RST RESUMED SESSI ON AND | N GENEVA FROM 22 APRIL TO
3 MAY 1996 FOR THE SECOND RESUMED SESSI ON, TO REVI EW THE SCCOPE AND CPERATI ON
OF THE CONVENTI ON AND THE PROTOOCLS ANNEXED THERETO AND TO CONSI DER ANY
PROPCSAL FCR AMENDMENTS CF THE CONVENTI ON OR OF THE EXI STI NG PROTOCCLS, AS
WELL AS PROPCSALS FOR ADDI TI ONAL PROTOOOLS RELATI NG TO OTHER CATEGCRI ES OF
CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS NOT COVERED BY THE EXI STI NG ANNEXED PROTOCAOLS

Deeply concerned that the indiscrimnate effects of the irresponsible
use of landm nes, particularly anti-personnel |andmnes, are estimated to kil
or mai m hundreds of people each week, nostly unarned civilians, obstruct
econoni ¢ devel opnent and reconstructi on and have ot her severe consequences,
whi ch include inhibiting the repatriation of refugees and the return of
internally displaced persons,

QGavely concerned wth the suffering and casualties caused to civilians
by the irresponsible use, as well as the proliferation of |andm nes,
booby-traps and other devices, in particular the acute probl em of
anti - personnel | andm nes,

Reaffirmng the need to reinforce international cooperation in the area
of prohibitions or restrictions on the use of certain conventi onal weapons
whi ch may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have indiscrimnate
effects,

Reaffirming their conviction that a general and verifiable agreenent on
prohi bitions or restrictions on the use of certain conventional weapons which
may be deened to be excessively injurious or to have indiscrimnate effects
woul d significantly reduce the suffering of civilians and conbatants,
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Noting that renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes can pose a grave
danger to civilian life and livelihood, especially due to the nature of the
delivery and the consequent difficulty in marking and fencing them

Reaffirmng also the need to reinforce internati onal cooperation in the
area of mne clearance and to devote greater resources towards that end

Recogni zing the inportant role that the international comunity,
particularly States involved in the depl oynent of mnes, can play in assisting
in mne clearance in affected countries through the provision of necessary
maps and informati on and appropriate technical and nmaterial assistance to
renove or otherw se render ineffective existing mnefields, mnes and
booby-traps

Expressing their appreciation of the financial contributions provided by
States and regi onal organi zations to the United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund
for Assistance in Mne Cearance and for the contributions in kind provided to
the dem ni ng stand-by capacity of the United Nations,

Noting the national noratoria and other unilateral measures on halting
the production, export, transfer or sale, on reducing stockpiles and on
adopting legislation aimed at the total elimnation of anti-personnel
| andmi nes,

Noting also that a nunber of States have further abstai ned fromthe
acqui sition, production, transfer and stockpiling of anti-personnel |andm nes,

Noting the fact that a growi ng nunber of States, international, regional
and non-governnmental organi zations do their utnost to achi eve urgently the
total elimnation of anti-personnel |andni nes,

Conscious of the urgent need to counter the silent and invisible threat
to human sight posed by the threat of blinding | aser weapons,

V| com ng the adoption of Protocol 1V on Blinding Laser Wapons as a
codi fication and progressive devel oprent of the rules of international |aw,

Noting that a nunber of issues could be considered in the future, for
exanpl e at a revi ew conference, taking into account scientific and
t echnol ogi cal devel opnments, including the questions of prohibition on the use,
production, stockpiling and transfer of blinding | aser weapons and the
guestion of conpliance with regard to such weapons, as well as other pertinent
i ssues, such as the definition of “pernmanent blindness”, including the concept
of field of vision,
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Recogni zing the specific role of the International Conmittee of the
Red Cross and encouraging it to continue to work to facilitate further
ratification and accession to the Convention, to dissemnate its contents and
tolend its expertise to future revi ew conferences,

Acknow edgi ng the inval uabl e hunanitarian efforts of non-governmnental
organi zations in arned conflicts and wel coming the expertise they have brought
to the Review Conference itself,

SOLEM\LY DECLARE:

- Their commtrment to respect the objectives and provisions of the
Convention and its annexed Protocols as an authoritative international
i nstrunent governing the use of certain conventional weapons, which nay
be deened to be excessively injurious or to have indiscrimnate effects,

- Their determnation to call upon all States that have not yet done so to
take all measures to becone parties, as soon as possible, to the
Convention and its annexed Protocol s and upon successor States to take
appropriate nmeasures so that ultimately this instrunent will be
uni ver sal ,

- Their conviction that States should strive towards the goal of the
eventual elimnation of anti-personnel |andm nes, consistent with the
terns of the United Nations General Assenbly resolution 50/70 (O,

- Their commitment to continue to strive for a conplete ban on transfer of
all anti-personnel |landmnes in the context of their eventual
elimnation consistent with the ternms of the United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly resolution 50/70 (O,

- Their satisfaction at the adoption of an amended Protocol Il on m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devi ces,

- That the prohibitions and restrictions on the use and transfer of
anti-personnel mnes in Protocol Il shall facilitate and advance the
achi evenent of the ultinmate goal of the eventual elimination of
anti-personnel mnes, consistent with the terns of the United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly resolution 50/70 (O,

- The inportance they attach to the earliest possible entry into force of
t he anended Protocol, and their desire that all States, pending its
entry into force, respect and ensure respect for the substantive
provi sions of the amended Protocol to the fullest extent possible,

- Their commtment to keep the provisions of Protocol Il under reviewin
order to ensure that the concerns regarding the weapons it covers are
addr essed,
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Their commitment to ban all remotely delivered mnes without effective
sel f-deactivating features and either self-destruct or self-neutralizing
mechani sns and their recognition of the need to strive for a ban on al
renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes as viable alternatives are

devel oped that significantly reduce the risk to the civilian popul ation

Their recognition of the inportance for the purposes of facilitating and
accel erating m ne-clearance of the application of the prohibition of the
use of non-detectabl e anti-personnel m nes,

Their conmtnent to reinforce international cooperation for nine

cl earance, the devel opment and di ssem nation of nore effective
technol ogi es for mine clearance and the transfer of technology to
facilitate the inplenmentation of the prohibitions and restrictions set
out in Protocol Il and to seek to devote the resources necessary for
thi s purpose,

Their coonmtnent to assist, to the extent feasible, inpartia
humani t ari an dem ni ng m ssions, operating with the consent of the host
State and/or the relevant States Parties to the conflict, in particular
by providing all necessary infornation in their possession covering the
location of all known mnefields, mned areas, m nes, booby-traps and
ot her devices in the area in which the mssion is perfornmng its

functi ons,

Their recognition that the grow ng nunber of national noratoria and
other unilateral neasures restricting or halting the production, use,
export, transfer, sale or stockpiling of anti-personnel mnes, ained at
their eventual elimnation are encouragi ng steps,

That they will encourage efforts of the United Nations and ot her
organi zations to address all the probl ens of |andm nes,

Their satisfaction at the adoption of the Protocol on Blinding Laser
Weapons (Protocol 1V) to the Convention,

Their conviction of the inportance of the earliest possible entry into
force of Protocol 1V,

Their desire that all States, pending the entry into force, respect and
ensure respect of the substantive provisions of Protocol IV to the
ful l est extent possible,

Their recognition of the need for achieving the total prohibition of
bl i ndi ng | aser weapons, the use and transfer of which are prohibited in
Protocol [V

Their wi sh to keep the issue of the blinding effects related to the use
of | aser systens under consideration,
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- Their comtnent to follow up the revi ew process begun at the First
Revi ew Conference and, for that purpose, establish a regular review
mechani smfor the Convention and its annexed Protocols.

The H gh Contracting Parties recognize that the inportant principles and
provi sions contained in this Final Declaration can al so serve as a basis for
further strengthening the Convention and its Protocols and express their
determ nation to inplement them

Revi ew of the Preanble
Preanbul ar paragraph 3

The Conference recalls the obligation to determne in the study,
devel opnent, acquisition or adoption of a new weapon, neans and net hod of
warfare, whether its enpl oyment would, in sone or all circunstances, be
prohi bi ted under any rule of international |aw applicable to the H gh
Contracting Parti es.

Preanbul ar paragraph 8

The Conference reaffirns the need to continue the codification and
progressi ve devel opnent of the rules of international |aw applicable to
certai n conventi onal weapons which rmay be excessively injurious or to have
indi scrimnate effects.

Preanbul ar paragraph 10

The Conference underlines the need to achi eve w der adherence to the
Convention and its annexed Protocols. The Conference wel cones recent
ratifications and accessions to the Convention and its annexed Protocols and
urges the Hgh Contracting Parties to accord high priority to their diplomatic
efforts to encourage further adherence with a view to achieving universa
adherence by the year 2000.
Revi ew of the Articles
Article 1

The Conference acknow edges and confirns that the H gh Contracting
Parties broadened the scope of Protocol I1.

Article 2
The Conference reaffirnms that nothing in the Convention or its annexed

Protocols shall be interpreted as detracting fromother obligations inposed
upon the Hgh Contracting Parties by international humanitarian |aw
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Article 3
The Conference notes the provisions of Article 3.

Article 4

The Conference notes that 57 States have ratified, accepted, acceded or
succeeded to the Conventi on.

The Conference calls upon States which are not parties to this
Convention to ratify, accept, approve or accede, as appropriate, to the
Convention, thus contributing to the achi everment of universal adherence to the
Conventi on.

The Conference, in this context, invites the Hgh Contracting Parties to
encourage further accessions to the Convention and its annexed Protocols.

Article 5
The Conference notes the provisions of Article 5.
Article 6

The Conference underlines the inmportance of international cooperation in
the field of dissemnation of the Convention and its annexed Protocols and
recogni zes the inportance of nultilateral collaboration relating to
instruction, the exchange of experience at all |evels, the exchange of
instructors and the organi zati on of joint sem nars.

The Conference takes note of an invitation by a Hgh Contracting Party
to a sem nar concerning di ssem nation

Article 7
The Conference notes the provisions of Article 7.
Article 8

The Conference agrees that future Review Conferences should be held nore
frequently, with consideration to be given to holding a Review Conference
every five years. The Conference deci des, consistent with Article 8.3 (c) to
convene a further Conference five years following the entry into force of the
amendnents adopted at the First Review Conference, but in any case not |later
than 2001, with preparatory expert neetings starting as early as 2000, if
necessary.

The Conference wel comes the adoption of the text of an anended
Protocol Il in accordance with subparagraph 3 (a) of this Article
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The Conference recalls the provisions of subparagraph 3 (b) of this
Article which stipulates that consideration nay be given to any proposal for
addi tional protocols relating to other categories of conventional weapons not
covered by the existing annexed Protocols. The Conference wel cones the
adoption on 13 Cctober 1995 of the text of an additional Protocol on Blinding
Laser Wapons (Protocol (1V)

The Conference proposes that the next Review Conference nmay consider the
qguestion of preparing a possible additional Protocol on small-calibre weapons
and amuni ti on.

The Conference proposes that the next Review Conference consider the
qguestion of eventual further neasures in relation to naval mnes and other
conventional weapons, which nay be deened to cause unnecessary suffering or to
have indiscrimnate effects.

Article 9

The Conference notes with satisfaction that the provisions of this
Article have not been invoked.

Article 10
The Conference notes the provisions of Article 10.
Article 11

The Conference notes the request by the del egati on of China to correct
the original Chinese text of the Convention and its annexed Protocols.

Revi ew of the Protocols
Prot ocol on Non-Detectabl e Fragnents (Protocol 1)
The Conference takes note of the provisions of this Protocol

Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of M nes, Booby-Traps and
O her Devices (Protocol 11) and Technical Annex to the Protoco

The Conference has conprehensively reviewed the scope and operation of
the original Protocol. The Conference is deeply concerned that despite the
exi stence of the Protocol, hundreds of people, nostly unarmed civilians, are
estimated to be killed or mained each week by the indiscrimnate effect of the
i rresponsi bl e use of |andmnes, in particular anti-personnel mnes; and al so
that unarmed civilians continue to be victins of indiscrimnate effects of
i rresponsi bl e use of booby-traps and ot her devices. These actions al so
obstruct agriculture and econom c devel opnent and reconstruction, and i nhibit
the repatriation of refugees and the return of internally displaced persons
and cause intolerable situations in nmany parts of the world,
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The Conference concl uded that the original Protocol should be
strengthened in a nunber of areas. The Conference therefore adopts the
amended Protocol which brings about inportant inprovenents in such areas as
the scope of its application, general restrictions fromthe humanitari an point
of view, substantive prohibitions and restrictions on nmne use, transfers,
conpl i ance provisions, mne clearance obligations and in the field of
t echnol ogi cal cooperation, and antici pates that these and other rel ated issues
could be further addressed at future review conferences with due regard to
conti nui ng hurani tari an concerns,

The Conference encourages the H gh Contracting Parties which defer the
application of the technical requirenments as specified in the Technical Annex
to nmake all best endeavours to conply with such requirenments in accordance
with paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Technical Annex during the deferral peri ods,

The Conference | ooks forward to the first annual neeting of States
Parties which will be convened pursuant to new Article 13 after entry into
force of the anended Protocol

The Conference proposes that the Depositary convene, at an early date,
following entry into force of the Protocol, a preparatory neeting for the
first Annual Conference of the Parties under Article 13 of the anmended
Protocol. Such a preparatory neeting shoul d el aborate and propose for the
Annual Conference the draft Rules of Procedure of the Conference and Agenda
itens which may include review of the operation and status of the Protocol,

The Conference acknow edges the val uabl e work of relevant agencies and
bodi es of the United Nations; of the International Commttee of the Red O oss
pursuant to its nmandate to assist war victins and of NG in a nunber of
fields, in particular surgical care and rehabilitation of mne victins,

i npl enrent ati on of m ne-awareness progranmres and m ne cl earance,

Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Incendiary Wapons
(Protocol 111)

The Conference takes note of the provisions of this Protocol
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 13 Cctober 1995
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Vi enna, 25 Septenber-13 Cctober 1995

COWPI LATI ON OF PRCPCSALS

Proposal s contained in this conpilation relate to the
President's text in CCWCONF. |/ WP. 4

Article 2
13. “Renote-control” neans control froma distance. ( Austri a)
Article 3
Chapeau

These general restrictions are intended to facilitate the eventual
elimnation of all [andm nes, including a ban on their use, production,

stockpiling and transfer with the recognition that States can nove nost
effectively towards this goal as viable alternatives are devel oped t hat

significantly reduce the risk to the civilian popul ation. (I'ndi a)
Article 4
1. It is prohibited to use anti-personnel m nes wi thout self-destructing

nechani sms_ which are not in conpliance with the provisions on detectability in
the Techni cal Annex. (China)

2. It is prohibited to use weapons, to which this article applies which are

equi pped with anti-handling devices . (Netherlands)

Article 5

2. In order to protect civilians, it is prohibited to use weapons to which

this Article applies without self-destructing nechani sns unl ess : (USA)
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Article 6
1. It is prohibited to use renotel y-delivered anti-personnel nines which
are not in conpliance with the provisions on self-destruction contained in the
Techni cal Annex.
2. Renot el y-del i vered [anti-personnel] mnes shall only be used:

(a) in accordance with the provisions of Article 3 and when their
| ocation can be accurately recorded in accordance with Article 9 and

Paragraph 1 of the Technical Annex.

(b) within an area which is itself a mlitary objective or which
contains mlitary objectives; and

(c) in the event of actual or inmminent conbat or in exercises
conducted with full protection for the civilian popul ation (I'ndi a)
2. It is prohibited to use renotely-delivered mnes other than

anti-personnel mnes which are not in conpliance with the provisions on

sel f-destruction or self-neutralization contained in the Technical Annex,

unl ess they are only used within an area which is itself a mlitary objective
or which contains nmilitary objectives, and unless their |ocations can be

accurately recorded in accordance with Article 9. (Chi na)
Article 7
3. Wthout prejudice to the provisions in Articles 3 and 5, it is

prohi bited to use weapons to which this Article and Article 4 apply in any
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians in which conbat between ground forces is not taking place or does

not appear to be immnent, unless either: (Mexi co)

Article 8
Chapeau

Wth a view to encouragi ng the indefinite extension of existing
noratoria (leading to an eventual ban on transfers of |andm nes) and in order
to further prevent the use of mnes contrary to the purposes of this Protocol,
each H gh Contracting Part: (I'ndi a)

Article 10

1. Wthout delay after the cessation of active hostilities all mnefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices shall be cleared, renoved,
destroyed or mai ntained in accordance wth [Article 3 and ] paragraph 2 of
Article 5 of this Protocol. (Austria)
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Article 11

1. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to facilitate and shall have the
right to participate in the full est possible exchange of equi prent, nateri al
and scientific and technol ogi cal information concerning the inplenentation of
this Protocol and means of m ne cl earance. In particular, Hgh Contracting
Parties undertake to pronbte, in a non-discrimnatory manner, the provision of

equi pnent _and technological information for mne clearance and, in this
context, to refrain frominposing any ad hoc restrictions . (I'ndia)

3. Each H gh Contracting Party in a position to do so wll provide

assi stance for mne clearance through the United Nations system other
international bodies or on a bilateral basis, or contribute to the

United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund for Assistance in Mne d earance. (UK)

Article 12

Protection fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps and
ot her devi ces

1. Peace-keepi ng and certain other forces and m ssions
2. M ssions of the United Nations and the International Committee of the
Red O oss

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any humanitarian or fact-finding mssion of the
United Nations systemperformng functions in the area of a
conflict with the consent of the States which are parties to
the conflict; and

(i) any mssion of the International Commttee of the Red Oross
performng functions with the consent of the host State or
States as provided for by the Geneva Conventions of 1949,
where applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977

(I ndi a)
3. G her humanitarian and fact-findi ng m ssions
(a) I nsofar as paragraphs 1 and 2 above do not apply to them this

paragraph applies to the foll owing m ssions when they are performng functions
to assist the victinms of a conflict with the consent of the host State or
States: (India)

(i) a humanitarian mssion of a pational Red G oss or Red
Orescent _society or of their International Federation; and
(I ndi a)

(i) a mssion of an inpartial humanitarian organi zation (I ndi a)
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(b) Each host State, if so requested by (I'ndia) the head of a m ssion
to which this paragraph applies shall, so far as is feasible:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 1 (b)(i) above; and

(ii) take the nmeasures set out in paragraph 2 (b)(ii) above.

5. G her requirenents

The provisions of this Article are wi thout prejudice to any other
requi rements under international hunmanitarian (India) |law, or other
international instrunents, as applicable, which provide for a higher |evel of
protection to personnel functioning in accordance with this Article.

Article 13

1. States parties undertake to consult and cooperate w th each other on all
issues related to the operations of this Protocol (Sweden) and its
inplenmentation in cases of international conflicts (Mexico). For this purpose
requl ar Meetings of the Hgh Contracting Parties shal | be convened by the

Depositary. (Cuba, India)

2. Any H gh Contracting Party may appoint a representative to the
Conference. Qher States, QO gani zati ons whi ch have been granted observer
status in the United Nations, United Nations O gans, related Agencies, other

I ntergovernnmental Organi zations , and the 1CRC, nay participate in the work of
t he Conference as observers. ( Sweden)

3. (b) Revi ew devel opnments and exchange of information concerning t he
operation of the Protocol; (Mexico)

(e) Decide the tine and venue of the next Meeting . (Sweden)

(f) Consi der _issues relating to the devel opnent of technol ogies to
further protect civilians against the indiscrimnate effects of | andm nes
(USA)

3. bis The Conference shall conduct its work and take decisions in accordance
with Article 8 of the Convention . (Mexico)

4. States Parties may provide reports to the Depositary, who shall
circulate themto all States parties in advance to the Revi ew Conference, on
any of the following matters: (Cuba)
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Techni cal _Annex

2. Specifications on detectability

(a) M nes [anti-personnel m nes (Austria)] required by this Protoco

to be detectable (Sweden) shall incorporate in their construction, or have

attached, in a manner not easily renovable material, or a device that enabl es
the mine to be detected by commonly avail abl e technical mne detection

equi pnent and provi des a response signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans,
or more, of iron in a single coherent mass.

(b) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmedi ately conply w th subparagraph (a) above, it undertakes to neet
the specifications as soon as feasible , (India) and shall (India) in the

neantine, to the extent feasible, mnimze use of nmnes that do not so conply.

3. Specifications for self-destruction and self-neutralization

1. Mnes required by this Protocol to be self-destructing shall be designed
and constructed so that no nore than 5 in every 100 activated will fail to

sel f-destruct after no nore than 30 days; and they shall have a backup

sel f-deactivation feature, designed and constructed so that the mne will no

I onger function as a mne after 200 days/ 120 days, (India) within a
reliability of 1 in every 1,000 surviving mnes if the self-destruction

mechani smfails.

1. Renot el y-del i vered anti-personnel mnes required by this Protocol to be

sel f-destructing shall be designed and constructed so that no nore than 10 in

every 100 activated mnes will fail to self-destruct after no nore than 30
days: and they shall have an effective self-deactivating el enent, desi gned and

constructed so that a mne will no longer function as a nmne even when the
sel f-destruction nechanismfails

2. Non renotel y-delivered anti-personnel mnes required by this Protocol to

be self-destructing shall be designed and constructed so that they will have

an effective self-deactivating el enent, which nmake a nmine no |longer function

as a mne;. such mnes nay al so have a nechani smof self-destruction or
self-neutralization, designed and constructed so that no nore than 10 in every

100 activated mnes fail to self-destruct or self-neutralize. |If the period

of self-destruction (self-neutralization) of such mnes is nore than 30 days,

they are subject to the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article 5

3. In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party determnes that it cannot
imediately conply with specifications concerning self-destructing
anti-personnel nmines it may declare at the time of its ratification or
accession to this amended Protocol that it will defer conpliance for a period

not to exceed 15 vears, and in the neantine shall, to the extent feasible,
m nimze use of mnes that do not so conply . (Russi an Federation)

- 195 -



REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCOW CONF. | / WP. 4/ Rev. 1

TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 22 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

PRESI DENT' S TEXT

Introduction by the President

Work during the resunmed session of the Review Conference
15-19 January 1996 concentrated on the President’'s text CCW CONF. |/ WP. 4* of

13 Cctober 1995. In the course of informal neetings an in-depth di scussion of
the substantive issues pertaining to Articles 2-7 and the Techni cal Annex of
the Draft Revised Protocol Il contained in that docunent was conducted. Sone

other issues, in particular relating to Articles 8 and 11 were al so di scussed,
insofar as they were directly linked to the nain topics under discussion.

Proposal s from partici pati ng del egati ons generated a consi derabl e
nmomentumon the technical-mlitary matters under consideration. At the close
of the debate the enclosed draft revised Protocol Il was submtted for the
consi deration of delegations and as a basis for the work of the concl uding
session of the Review Conference, 22 April-3 May 1996. The revised
President's Text reflects the stage of negotiations as seen by the President
and does not commt any del egation.

The concl uding session will also have to reviewthe Articles not dealt
with since the Vienna session. Final agreenent on a revised Protocol Il wll
be dependent on an overall bal ance of different concerns of participating
St at es.

Article 1

Scope of application

1. This Protocol relates to the use on | and of the mi nes, booby-traps and
ot her devices defined herein, including nines laid to interdict beaches,

wat erway crossings or river crossings, but does not apply to the use of
anti-ship mnes at sea or in inland waterways.

2. This Protocol shall apply to situations referred to in Article 1 of this
Convention and Article 3 common to the CGeneva Conventions of 12 August 1949.
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This Protocol shall not apply to situations of internal disturbances and
tensions, such as riots, isolated and sporadic acts of violence and other acts
of a simlar nature, as not being armed conflicts.

3. In case of armed conflicts not of an international character occurring
inthe territory of one of the Hgh Contracting Parties, each party to the
conflict shall be bound to apply the prohibitions and restrictions of this

Pr ot ocol

4, Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked for the purpose of affecting
the sovereignty of a State or the responsibility of the Governnent, by al
legitinmate nmeans, to maintain or re-establish law and order in the State or to
defend the national unity and territorial integrity of the State.

5. Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked as a justification for
intervening, directly or indirectly, for any reason whatever, in the arned
conflict or in the internal or external affairs of the H gh Contracting Party
inthe territory of which that conflict occurs.

6. The application of the provisions of this Protocol to parties to a
conflict which are not Hgh Contracting Parties that have accepted this
Protocol shall not change their |legal status or the legal status of a disputed
territory, either explicitly or inplicitly.

Article 2
Definitions
For the purpose of this Protocol

1. “Mne” means a nunition placed under, on or near the ground or other
surface area and designed to be expl oded by the presence, proximty or contact
of a person or vehicle.

2. “Renotel y-del i vered mne” neans a mne not directly enplaced but
delivered by artillery, mssile, rocket, nortar, or simlar nmeans, or dropped
froman aircraft. Mnes delivered froma | and-based systemfromless than
500 netres are not considered to be “renotel y-delivered”, provided that they
are used in accordance with Article 5 and other relevant articles of this

Pr ot ocol

3. “Anti-personnel mne” means a mne prinarily designed to be expl oded by
the presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will incapacitate,
injure or kill one or nore persons.

4. “Booby-trap” neans any device or material which is designed,
constructed, or adapted to kill or injure, and which functions unexpectedly
when a person disturbs or approaches an apparently harm ess object or perforns
an apparently safe act.
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5. “Qt her devices” neans nmanual |y enpl aced nunitions and devi ces incl udi ng
i mprovi sed expl osi ve devices designed to kill, injure or damage and which are

actuated manual ly, by renote control or automatically after a | apse of tine.

6. “Mlitary objective” means, so far as objects are concerned, any object
which by its nature, |ocation, purpose or use nakes an effective contribution
to mlitary action and whose total or partial destruction, capture or
neutralization, in the circunstances ruling at the tinme, offers a definite
mlitary advantage.

7. “Gvilian objects” are all objects which are not mlitary objectives as
defined in paragraph 6.

8. “Mnefield” is a defined area in which mnes have been enpl aced and
“mned area” is an area which is dangerous due to the presence of m nes.
“Phoney mnefield” nmeans an area free of mines that simulates a mnefield.
The term mnefield includes phoney m nefi el ds.

9. “Recordi ng” means a physical, adm nistrative and technical operation
designed to obtain, for the purpose of registration in the official records,
all available information facilitating the [ocation of mnefields, mned
areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices.

10. “Sel f-destructing nechani snf means an incorporated or externally
attached automati cally functioni ng mechani smwhi ch secures the destruction of
a munition.

11. “Sel f-neutralizing mechani snf means an incorporated autonatically
functioni ng nechani smwhich renders a nunition inoperable.

12. “Sel f-deactivating” means automatically rendering a nmunition inoperable
by neans of the irreversible exhaustion of a conponent, e.g. a battery, that
is essential to the operation of the munition

13. “Renote control” neans a control by conmands from a di stance
14. “Anti-handling device” nmeans a device intended to protect a mine and
which is part of, linked to or attached to, or placed under the m ne and which

activates when an attenpt is nade to tanper with the nine

15. “Transfer” involves, in addition to the physical novements of nmines into
or fromnational territory, the transfer of title to and control over the

m nes, but does not involve the transfer of territory containing enpl aced

m nes.
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Article 3
Ceneral restrictions on the use of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices

1. This Article applies to:

(a) m nes;

(b) booby-traps; and

(c) ot her devi ces.
2. Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict is, in accordance

with the provisions of this Protocol, responsible for all mnes, booby-traps,
and ot her devices enployed by it and undertakes to clear, renove, destroy or
mai ntain themas specified in Article 10 of this Protocol

3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to use any m ne, booby-trap or
ot her device which is designed or of a nature to cause superfluous injury or
unnecessary suffering.

4, Weapons to which this Article applies shall strictly conply with the
standards and linmtations specified in the Technical Annex with respect to
each particul ar category.

5. It is prohibited to use mnes, booby-traps or other devices which enpl oy
a mechani smor device specifically designed to detonate the nunition by the
presence of commonly available mne detectors as a result of their nagnetic or
ot her non-contact influence during normal use in detection operations.

6. It is prohibited in all circunstances to direct weapons to which this
Article applies, either in offence, defence or by way of reprisals, against
the civilian population as such or against individual civilians or civilian
obj ect s.

7. The indiscrimnate use of weapons to which this Article applies is
prohibited. Indiscrimnate use is any placenent of such weapons:
(a) which is not on, or directed against, a mlitary objective. 1In

case of a doubt whether an object which is normally dedicated to civilian
pur poses, such as a place of worship, a house or other dwelling or a school
is being used to make an effective contribution to mlitary action, it shal
be presuned not to be so used; or

(b) whi ch enpl oys a method or means of delivery which cannot be
directed at a specific mlitary objective; or
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(c) whi ch may be expected to cause incidental loss of civilian life,
injury to civilians, danage to civilian objects, or a conbination thereof,
whi ch woul d be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct mlitary
advant age anti ci pat ed.

8. Several clearly separated and distinct mlitary objectives located in a
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians or civilian objects cannot be treated as a single mlitary

obj ecti ve.

9. Al feasible precautions shall be taken to protect civilians fromthe
effects of weapons to which this Article applies. Feasible precautions are
those precautions which are practicable or practically possible taking into
account all circunstances ruling at the tine, including humanitarian and
mlitary considerations. These circunstances include, but are not limted to:

(a) the short- and long-termeffect of |andm nes upon the |oca
civilian popul ation for the duration of the mnefield

(b) possi bl e measures to protect civilians (e.g. fencing, signs,
war ni ng and noni toring);

(c) the availability and feasibility of using alternatives; and

(d) the short- and long-termmnilitary requirenents for a mnefield.
10. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any enpl acenent of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices which may affect the civilian popul ati on, unless
ci rcunstances do not permt.

Article 4

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines !

It is prohibited to use anti-personnel mnes which are not detectable,
as defined in paragraph 2 of the Technical Annex. 2

Article 5

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines
other than renotely-delivered m nes

1. This Article applies to anti-personnel nines other than
remot el y-del i vered m nes.

!No agreenent was reached on the question of a prohibition of
anti-handl i ng devi ces on anti-personnel m nes.

2ne del egation stated than an exception should be nade for mnes which
are self-destructing and sel f-deactivating.
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2. It is prohibited to use weapons, to which this Article applies which are
not self-destructing and sel f-deactivating, unless:

(a) such weapons are placed within a perineter-marked area that is
nonitored by mlitary personnel and protected by fencing or other neans, to
ensure the effective exclusion of civilians fromthe area. The narking nust
be of a distinct and durable character and nust at |east be visible to a
person who is about to enter the perinmeter-marked area; and

(b) such weapons are cleared before the area i s abandoned, unless the
area is turned over to the forces of another State that accept responsibility
for the mai ntenance of the protections required by this Article and the
subsequent cl earance of those weapons. 3

3. A party to the conflict is relieved fromfurther conpliance with the
provi si ons of subparagraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) above only if such conpliance is
not feasible due to forcible | oss of control of the area as a result of eneny
mlitary action, including situations where direct eneny mlitary action nakes
it inpossible to conply. |If the party to the conflict regains control of the
area, it shall resume conpliance with the provisions of subparagraphs 2 (a)
and 2 (b).

4. If the forces of a party to the conflict gain control of an area in
whi ch weapons to which this Article applies have been laid, such forces shall
to the maxi numextent feasible, maintain and, if necessary, establish the
protections required by this Article until such weapons have been cl ear ed.

5. The H gh Contracting Parties shall take all feasible neasures to prevent
t he unaut hori zed renoval, defacenent, destruction or conceal nent of any

devi ce, systemor naterial used to establish the perineter of a

peri et er - mar ked ar ea.

6. Wapons to which this Article applies and which propel fragments in a
hori zontal arc of |ess than 90 degrees and are placed on or above the ground
may be used without fencing and nmonitoring provided for in paragraph 2 of this
Article for a maxi mum period of (48) (72) hours, if:

(a) they are located in the immedi ate proximty of the mlitary unit
that enpl aced them and

(b) the area is nonitored by nilitary personnel to ensure the
effective exclusion of civilians.

3The issue of the applicability of this provision to the transfer of
territory in connection with peace settlenments was consi dered.
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Article 6

Restrictions on the use of renotely-delivered m nes

1. It is prohibited to use renotel y-delivered anti-personnel nines which
are not in conpliance with the provisions on self-destruction and
sel f-deactivation contained in the Technical Annex.

2. It is prohibited to use renotely-delivered mnes other than

anti - personnel mnes unless they are self-deactivating (and) (or) equi pped
with an effective mechani smof self-destruction or self-neutralization so that
they will not function as nines as soon as it is anticipated that they will no
| onger serve the mlitary purpose for which they were placed in position.

Article 7

Prohibitions on the use of booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Wthout prejudice to the rules of international |aw applicable in arned
conflict relating to treachery and perfidy, it is prohibited in all
ci rcunstances to use booby-traps and ot her devices which are in any way
attached to or associated with:
(a) internationally recognized protective enbl ens, signs or signals;
(b) si ck, wounded or dead persons;

(c) burial or cremation sites or graves;

(d) medi cal facilities, nedical equipnent, medical supplies or nedica
transportation;

(e) children's toys or other portable objects or products specially
desi gned for feeding, health, hygiene, clothing or education of children

(f) food or drink;

(9) kitchen utensils or appliances except in mlitary establishments,
mlitary locations or mlitary supply depots;

(h) objects clearly of a religious nature;

‘“One del egation stated that in respect of renotel y-delivered m nes,
ot her than anti-personnel mnes, the restrictions in Article 5 of the present
Prot ocol should not be revised.
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(i) hi storic nmonunments, works of art or places of worship which
constitute the cultural or spiritual heritage of peoples;

(i) animal s or their carcasses.

2. It is prohibited to use booby-traps and other devices in the forman of
apparently harm ess portabl e object which is specifically designed and
constructed to contain expl osive materi al

3. ® Wthout prejudice to the provisions in Article 3, it is prohibited to
use weapons to which this Article applies in any city, town, village or other
area containing a simlar concentration of civilians in which conbat between
ground forces is not taking place or do not appear to be immnent, unless
either:

(a) they are placed on or in close vicinity of a mlitary objective;
or

(b) nmeasures are taken to protect civilians fromtheir effects, for
exanpl e, the posting of warning sentries, the issue of warnings or the
provi sion of fences.

Article 8
Transfer

In order to further prevent the use of mnes contrary to the purposes of
this Protocol, each H gh Contracting Party:

(a) undertakes not to transfer any nmnes the use of which is
prohi bited by this Protocol as anended,; 6

(b) undertakes not to transfer any mnes to any recipient other than a
State or its agents or agencies;

(c) undertakes to exercise restraint in the transfer of any mnes the
use of which is restricted by this Protocol. In particular, each H gh
Contracting Party undertakes not to transfer any anti-personnel nines to
States which are not bound by this Protocol, unless the recipient State
accepts and applies this Protocol, takes steps to adhere to it in accordance
with Article 4 of this Convention, and so notifies the Depositary;

5The pl acement of this provision remains to be determ ned.

51t is understood that in the event a H gh Contracting Party decl ares
that it will defer conpliance with specific provisions on the use of certain
mnes, as provided for in the Technical Annex, subparagraph (a) shall however
apply to such mnes fromthe adoption of the new Protocol, i.e. the transfer
of such mnes shall be inmediately prohibited
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(d) undertakes to ensure that any transfer in accordance with this
Article takes place in full conpliance, by the agents or agencies of both the
transferring and the recipient State, with the relevant provisions of this
Protocol and the applicable norns of international humanitarian | aw.

Article 9

Recordi ng and use of information on mnefields, m ned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Al information concerning mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices shall be recorded in accordance with the provisions of the
Techni cal Annex.

2. Al'l such records shall be retained by the parties to a conflict, who
shal |, without delay after the cessation of active hostilities, take all
necessary and appropriate neasures, including the use of such information, to
protect civilians fromthe effects of the mnefields, mned areas, m nes
booby-traps and other devices in areas under their control.

At the sane tine, they shall also nake available to the other party or
parties to the conflict and to the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations al
such information in their possession concerning mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices laid by themin areas no | onger under their
control ; provided, however, subject to reciprocity, where the forces of a
party to a conflict are in the territory of the adverse party, either party
may w thhol d such information fromthe Secretary-CGeneral and the other party,
to the extent that security interests require such withholding, until neither
party is in the territory of the other. 1In the latter case, the information
wi t hhel d shall be disclosed as soon as those security interests pernit.

Wher ever possible, the parties to the conflict shall seek, by mutua
agreenent, to provide for the release of such information at the earliest
possible tinme in a manner consistent with the security interests of each

party.

3. This Article is without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 10
and 12 of this Protocol

Article 10

Renoval of minefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces and international cooperation

1. Wthout delay after the cessation of active hostilities all mnefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices shall be cleared, renoved,
destroyed or maintained in accordance with Article 3 and paragraph 2 of
Article 5 of this Protocol

2. Each H gh Contracting Party bears such responsibility with respect to

m nefi el ds, mned areas, booby-traps and other devices in areas under its
control
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3. Wth respect to mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and other
devices laid by a party in areas over which it no | onger exercises control,
such party shall provide to the responsible party pursuant to paragraph 2
above, to the extent permtted by such party, technical and nateria

assi stance necessary to fulfil such responsibility.

4. At all tinmes necessary, the parties shall endeavour to reach agreenent,
bot h anmong t hensel ves and, where appropriate, with other States and with

i nternati onal organi zations on the provision of technical and materia

assi stance, including, in appropriate circunstances, the undertaking of joint
operations necessary to fulfil such responsibilities.

Article 11

Technol ogi cal cooperation and assi stance

1. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to facilitate and shall have the
right to participate in the full est possible exchange of equi prent, nmateria
and scientific and technol ogi cal information concerning the inplenentation of
this Protocol and neans of mine clearance. |In particular, Hgh Contracting
Parties undertake to pronmote the provision of equi pent and technol ogi ca
informati on for mne clearance.

2. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to provide information to the
dat abase on nine cl earance established within the United Nati ons system
especially information concerning various neans and technol ogi es of m ne
clearance, and lists of experts, expert agencies or national points of contact
on m ne cl earance

3. Each H gh Contracting Party will provide assistance for mne clearance
through the United Nations system other international bodies or on a

bil ateral basis, or contribute to the United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund for
Assi stance in Mne d earance

4, Requests by H gh Contracting Parties for assistance, substantiated by
rel evant information, nmay be subnmitted to the United Nations, to other
appropriate bodies or to other States. These requests may be provided to the
Depositary, which shall transmt themto all H gh Contracting Parties and to
rel evant international organizations.

5. In the case of requests to the United Nations, the Secretary-General
shal | take the appropriate steps to assess the situation and, in cooperation
with the requesting Hgh Contracting Party, determ ne the appropriate

provi sion of assistance in nine clearance or inplenentation of the Protocol
The Depositary shall report to States Parties on such requests.

6. Wthout prejudice to their constitutional and |egal provisions, H gh
Contracting Parties undertake to cooperate and transfer technology to
facilitate the inplenmentation of the prohibitions and restrictions set out in
this Protocol
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Article 12

Protection fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Peace-keepi hg and certain other forces and m ssions

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any United Nations force or mssion performng functions of
peace- keepi ng, observation or simlar functions in any area
in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations; and

(ii) any mssion of an arrangement or agency perform ng functions
pursuant to Chapter VIIl of the Charter of the
United Nations in the area of a conflict with the consent of
the H gh Contracting Parties which are parties to that
conflict.

(b) Each party to a conflict, if so requested by the head of a force
or mssion to which this paragraph applies, shall

(i) so far as it is able, take such neasure as are necessary to
protect the personnel participating in, or associated wth,
the force or mission fromthe effects of mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces; and

(ii) if necessary in order effectively to protect such personnel,
remove or render harmess, so far as it is able, all mnes,
booby-traps and other devices in that area; and

(iii) informthe head of the force or mssion of the |ocation of
all known m nefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and
other devices in the area in which the force or mssionis
performng its functions and, so far as is feasible, make
available to himall information in that party's possession
concerning such mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces.

2. M ssions of the United Nations and the International Conmmittee of the
Red O oss

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any humanitarian or fact-finding mssion of the
United Nations systemperformng functions in the area of a
conflict with the consent of the States which are parties to
the conflict; and
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(i) any mssion of the International Commttee of the Red Oross
perform ng functions assigned to it under internationa
humani tarian | aw, where applicable.

(b) Each party to a conflict, if so requested by the head of a m ssion
to which this paragraph applies, shall

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 1 (b)(i) above; and

(i) in order to provide the personnel of the mssion with safe
passage to any place under the party's control to which
access is necessary for the mssion to performits functions
and for which any necessary approval has been granted:

(aa) informthe head of the mssion of a safe route to that
place, if such infornation is available to that party
and unl ess ongoi ng hostilities prevent; or

(bb) if infornmation identifying a safe route is not
provi ded i n accordance with subparagraph (aa) above,
so far as is necessary and feasible, clear a |ane
t hrough m nefi el ds.

3. G her _humanitarian and fact-finding m ssions

(a) I nsofar as paragraphs 1 and 2 above do not apply to them this
par agraph applies to the foll owi ng mssions when they are performng functions
inthe area of a conflict with the consent of the States which are parties to
the conflict:

(i) any hunmani tarian or fact-finding nmssion of an
i nt ergover nmental organi zati on; and

(i) any fact-finding mssion established pursuant to the
provi sions of an agreenent between two or nore States; and

(iii) any hunmanitarian mssion of a national Red Cross or
Red Crescent organi zation or of their Internationa
Feder ati on; and

(iv) any m ssion of a humanitarian non-governmnental organization

(b) Each party to a conflict, if so requested by the head of a m ssion
to which this paragraph applies, shall, so far as is feasible:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 1 (b)(i) above; and

(ii) take the measures set out in paragraph 2 (b)(ii).
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4, Confidentiality of information

Al information provided in confidence by parties to the conflict in
accordance with this Article shall be treated by the recipient in strict
confidence and shall not be rel eased outside the operation or mssion
concerned w thout the express authorization of the party which provided it.

5. G her requirenents

The provisions of this Article are wi thout prejudice to any ot her
requi rements under international |aw, or other international instrunents, as
appl i cabl e, which provide for a higher |level of protection to personnel
functioning in accordance with this Article.

Article 13

Consultations of Hgh Contracting Parties

1. The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult and cooperate with
each other on all issues related to the operation of this Protocol. For this
pur pose, Conferences of H gh Contracting Parties shall be held on an annual
basi s.

2. Any H gh Contracting Party may appoint a representative to the
Conference. Qher States, organi zati ons whi ch have been granted observer
status in the United Nations, United Nations organs, related agencies, other
i ntergovernmental organi zations, and the International Commttee of the
Red Cross, may participate in the work of the Conference as observers.
3. The work of the Conference shall include:

(a) review of the status of the Protocol, including adherence;

(b) consi deration of matters arising fromreports by H gh Contracting
Parties according to paragraph 4 of this Article; and

(c) preparation for review Conferences;

(d) consi deration of the devel opnent of technol ogies to protect
civilians against indiscrimnate effects of |andm nes.

4. The H gh Contracting Parties may provide reports to the Depositary, who
shall circulate themto all H gh Contracting Parties in advance of the
Conference, on any of the followi ng nmatters:

(a) di ssem nation of information on the Protocol to their armed forces
and to the civilian popul ation;

(b) m ne cl earance and rehabilitati on progranmes;
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(c) steps taken to need technical requirenents of the Protocol;
(d) | egi sl ati on;

(e) nmeasures taken on international technical information exchange and
on international cooperation on m ne clearance; and

(f) other relevant matters.
5. The cost of the Conference of H gh Contracting Parties shall be borne by
the Hgh Contracting Parties and States not parties participating in the work
of the Conference, in accordance with the United Nations scal e of assessnent
adj usted appropriately.
Article 14

Conpl aince with the Protoco

1. H gh Contracting Parties shall require that commanders ensure that
nmenbers of the armed forces under their command are aware of, and conply wth
the rel evant obligations under this Protocol

2. The provisions of the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 relating to
neasures for the repression of breaches and grave breaches shall apply to
breaches and grave breaches of this Protocol during arned conflicts. Each
party to a conflict shall take all appropriate measures to prevent and
suppress breaches of this Protocol. Any act or onmission occurring during
armed conflict in violation of this Protocol, if committed wilfully or
wantonly and causi ng death or serious injury to the civilian popul ation, shal
be treated as a grave breach.

3. The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult each other and to
cooperate with each other to resolve any problens that may arise with regard
to the interpretation and application of the provisions of this Article.

Techni cal _Annex

1. Recordi ng

(a) The recording of the location of mnes other than
renmot el y-deli vered mnes, mnefields, mned areas, booby-traps and ot her
devi ces shall be done in accordance with the foll ow ng:

(i) The location of the mnefields, mned areas and areas of
booby-traps and ot her devices shall be specified accurately
by the relation to the coordinates of at |east two reference
poi nts and the estimated di nensions of the area contai ni ng
these devices in relation to those reference points.
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(i) Maps, diagrans or other records shall be made in such a way
as to indicate the location of mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices in relation to reference
poi nts, these records shall also indicate their perineters
and extent.

(iii) For purposes of detection and cl earance of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices, maps, diagrans or other
records shall contain conplete information on the type,
nunber, enpl aci ng nethod, type of fuse and life time, date
and tine of |laying, anti-handling devices (if any) and ot her
rel evant information of all the nunitions laid. Wenever
feasible the mnefield record shall show the exact |ocation
of every mne; except in row nmnefields where the row
location is sufficient. The precise |location and operating
mechani sm of each booby-trap laid shall be individually
recor ded.

(b) The estimated | ocation and area of renotel y-delivered m nes shal
be specified by coordinates of reference points (normally corner points) and
shal | be ascertained and when feasible nmarked on the ground at the earliest
opportunity. The total nunber and type of mnes laid, the date and time of
| aying and the self-destruction tinme periods shall also be recorded.

(c) Copi es of records are to be held at a | evel of comman sufficient
to guarantee their safety as far as possible.

(d) The use of mnes produced after the entry into force of this
Protocol is prohibited unless they are marked in English or in the respective
nati onal |anguage(s) as foll ows:

- nane of the country of origin

- nmont h and year of production

- serial nunber or |ot nunber.

The marking should be visible, readable, durable and resistant to
environnental effects, as far as possible.
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2. Specifications on detectability [

(a) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced after the adoption
of this amended Protocol, such mnes shall incorporate in their construction a
material or device that enables the nmine to be detected by comonly avail abl e
techni cal mne detection equi pnment and provi des a response signal equival ent
to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single coherent nass

(b) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced before the adoption
of this anended Protocol, such mines shall either incorporate in their
construction, or have attached prior to their enplacenent, in a manner not
easily renmovabl e, a material or device that enables the mne to be detected by
commonl y avail abl e techni cal m ne detection equi prent and provi des a response
signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single
coherent nass.

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmedi ately conply w th subparagraph (b) above, it may declare at the
time of its notification of consent to be bound by this anmended Protocol that
it will defer conpliance wth subparagraph (b) above for a period not to
exceed 8 years fromthe entry into force of this Protocol. ° In the neantine
it shall, to the extent feasible, mnimze the use of anti-personnel m nes
that do not so conply.

3. Specifications for self-destruction and sel f-deactivation 10

(a) Al renotely-delivered anti-personnel mnes shall be designed and
constructed so that no nore than (5 per cent) (10 per cent) of activated m nes
will fail to self-destruct within 30 days after enpl acenent, and each m ne

"No agreerent has been reached on possible detectability requirenments
for other mnes than anti-personnel m nes.

8vany del egations stressed the need to strengthen the requirenents of
this paragraph, and expressed strong reservations in particular with
subpar agraph (c).

°Many del egations considered this period excessively long. ne
del egation considered it far too short.

%Sone del egati ons consider that the duration of the period of deferra
(transition period) mght be related to the possibility for internationa
exchange or provision of specific relevant technol ogy, as necessary and
feasi bl e, and suggested the el aborati on of an appropriate fornulation in this
regard to be incorporated into the new Protocol 11.
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shal | have a backup sel f-deactivation feature designed and constructed so
that, in conbination with the self-destruct mechanism no nore than one
in one thousand activated mnes will function as a mne 120 days after
enpl acenent.

(b) Al non-renotely-delivered anti-personnel mnes, used outside of
marked areas, as defined in Article 5 of this Protocol, shall conply with the
requi rements for self-destruction and self-deactivation stated in
subpar agraph (a) of this paragraph.

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmediately conply w th subparagraoh (a) and/or (b) of this paragraph,
it may declare at the tine of its notification of consent to be bound by this

amended Protocol, that it will, with respect to mnes produced prior to its
entry into force, defer conpliance w th subparagraphs (a) and/or (b) for a
period not to exceed 8 years fromthat date. 12

During this period of deferral, the Hgh Contracting Party shall:

(i) undertake to minimze, to the extent feasible, the use of
anti - personnel mnes that do not so conply, and

(ii) with respect to renotel y-delivered anti-personnel m nes,
conply with either the requirenents for self-destruction or
the requirenents for self-deactivation and, with respect to
ot her anti-personnel mnes conply with at |east the

requi renents for self-deactivation. 13
4, Specifications for renotely-delivered mnes other than anti-personnel
m nes
(a) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it

cannot inmediately conply with Article 6 (2), it may declare at the time of
its notification of consent to be bound by this amended Protocol that it wll,
with respect to such mnes produced prior to the adoption of this Protocol,
defer conpliance with Article 6 (2) for the period referred to in

paragraph 3 (c).

1ne del egation was not yet able to give its final position on the
failure rate of and the nunber of days required for self-deactivation.

12This transition period has been suggested by the President. Proposals
for atransition period range from3 to 17 years.

13Many del egati ons considered that there was no need for a transition
period for other anti-personnel nines.
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(b) During this period of deferral, renotely-delivered m nes other
than anti-personnel mnes that do not conply with this Article 6 (2) may only
be used if:

(i) they are delivered in a nmechanically controlled and directed
manner that is essentially simlar to delivery froma
wheel ed or tracked vehicle; and

(i) their position is accurately recorded in accordance with
paragraph 1 (a) of the Technical Annex.

5. International signs for mnefields and m ned areas

Signs simlar to the exanple in Annex A and as specified bel ow shall be
utilized in the marking of mnefields and mned areas to ensure their
visibility and recognition by the civilian popul ati on:

(a) Si ze and shape: a triangle or square no snaller than
28 centinetres (11 inches) by 20 centinmetres (7.9 inches) for a triangle, and
15 centinetres (6 inches) per side for a square.

(b) Colour: red or orange with a yellow refl ecting border.

(c) Synbol :  the synbol illustrated in Annex A or an alternative
readi |y recogni zable in the area in which the sign is to be displayed as
i dentifying a dangerous area.

(d) Language: the sign should contain the word “mnes” in one of the
six official |anguages of the Convention (Arabic, Chinese, English, French,
Russi an and Spani sh) and the | anguage(s) prevalent in that area.

(e) Spaci ng:  signs should be placed around the mnefield or m ned

area at a distance sufficient to ensure their visibility at any point by a
civilian approaching the area
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 15 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

SPECI FI CATI ONS ON DETECTABI LI TY (for Technical Annex)

Proposal submitted by the United Kingdom

(a) Al anti-personnel mnes shall incorporate in their construction,
or have attached, in a manner not easily renovable, naterial or a device that
enabl es the mne to be detected by commonly avail abl e technical m ne detection
equi pnent and provi des a response signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans
or more of iron in a single coherent nass.

(b) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot immedi ately conply with the provisions of subparagraph (a) above,
it may continue to use anti-personnel mnes which do not conply with these
provi sions, for a period not to exceed [ ] years fromthe adoption of the
revi sed Protocol, provided that any such m nes have attached, prior to their
enpl acenent, material or a device that enables the mne to be detected by
commonl y avail abl e techni cal m ne detection equi prent and provi des a response
signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single
coherent mass. This material or device shall be attached in a manner such
that it will be resistant to detachnment through environmental effects while
the mne renai ns enpl aced.

(c) The use of anti-personnel nmines produced after the adoption of
this Protocol which do not conply with the provisions of subparagraph (a)
above shall be prohibited.

(d) The transfer of anti-personnel mnes which do not conply with the
provi si ons of subparagraph (a) above shall be prohibited.

(e) No m nes, booby traps or other devices may be specifically

designed to detonate due to the non-contact influence of commonly avail abl e
m ne detectors during nornal operation
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 19 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN

CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE ENGLI SH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS Giginal: RUSS AN

OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

ARTI CLE 2

Proposal submitted by Ukrai ne

3. “Anti-personnel nmne” nmeans a mne designed to be expl oded by the
presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will incapacitate, injure
or kill one or nore persons.

4, “Mnefield” is a piece of land on which nines have been enplaced in a
definite pattern or at random “Mned area” is an area of |and on which

m nefi el ds have been enpl aced. “Phoney mnefield” nmeans a piece of |and on

whi ch inert mnes have been enplaced or a mnefield has been sinul at ed.

12. “Sel f-deactivating” means rendering a nunition inoperable by neans of
the irreversibl e exhaustion of its power supply.

14, “Anti-handling device” nmeans a devi ce which nmay be part of, linked to or
attached to or placed under a mne and which activates when an attenpt is nade
to tanper with the m ne

* Reissued for technical reasons.
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 15 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN

CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE ENGLI SH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS Giginal: RUSS AN

OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

ARTI CLE 3 OF THE TECHNI CAL ANNEX

Proposal submitted by Ukrai ne

1. Renmotely and non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes which are
manuf actured after the adoption of this Protocol nust be self-destructing
and sel f-deactivating and shall be designed and constructed so that no nore
than 5 in every 100 activated mnes will fail to self-destruct after no nore
than 30 days. In this context they nust self-deactivate in such a way that
the mne can no | onger function as a nne after 120 days, within a

sel f-deactivation reliability of 9 in every 10 surviving mnes if the

sel f-destruction nechanismfails.

2. Renmot el y delivered anti-personnel mnes which were produced before the
entry into force of this Protocol and which are required by this Protocol to
be self-destructing but not self-deactivating nmust be so constructed that no
nore than 5 in every 100 activated mines will fail to self-destruct after no
nore than 30 days. Use of these mnes shall be permissible during a
transitional period of up to 10 years. On the conclusion of this period the
use of these mnes shall be permssible only as mnes other than renotely
delivered mines under Article 5 of this Protocol

3. Non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes required by this Protocol to
be self-destructing shall be designed and constructed so that they can
effectively self-destruct, and so that no nore than 5 in every 100 acti vated
mnes will fail to self-destruct after no nore than 30 days. |If the period of
sel f-destruction of these nines is nore than 30 days, they nust be used in
accordance with Article 5, paragraph 2.
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 15 January 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

CGeneva, 15-19 January 1996

TECHN CAL ANNEX

Proposal submitted by France, Russian Federation,
United Kingdom and United States

3. Specifications for self-destruction and sel f-deactivation

(a) Al renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes shall be designed and
constructed so that no nore than 5 per cent of activated mnes will fail to
sel f-destruct within 30 days after enpl acenent, and each mne shall have a
back-up sel f-deactivation feature designed and constructed so that, in
conbi nation with the self-destruct mechanism no nore than one in one thousand
activated mnes will function as a mne 120 days after enpl acenent.

(b) Al non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes, used outside
of marked areas, as defined in Article 5 of this Protocol, shall conply with
the requirements for self-destruction and self-deactivation stated in
subpar agraph (a) of this paragraph.

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmedi ately conply w th subparagraph (a) of this paragraph, it may
declare at the tinme of its ratification of this anended Protocol that it wll,
with respect to mnes nanufactured prior to adoption of this Protocol, defer
conpl i ance wi th subparagraph (a) for a period not to exceed .... During this
period of deferral, all renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes used by a H gh
Contracting Party deferring conpliance with subparagraph (a) shall conply with
either the requirenments for self-destruction or the requirenents for
sel f-deactivation stated i n subparagraph (a) of this paragraph. During this
period of deferral, all non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes used
out side of narked areas as defined in Article 5 of this Protocol by a H gh
Contracting Party deferring conpliance shall conply at |east with the
requirements for self-deactivation stated in subparagraph (a) of this
par agr aph.

Note: Article 8 of the Protocol should prohibit transfer of mnes that do not
conply with the requirenments of subparagraph (a).
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ANTI - HANDLI NG DEVI CES

Background paper submitted by the Netherlands del egation

| nt roduction

This paper refers to the prohibition of anti-handling devices as defined
inarticle 2 of COWCOONF. 1/ WP. 4, dated 13 Cctober 1995. The Netherl ands
rei ntroduced a prohibition on anti-handling devices as reflected in

CCWCONF. I /WP. 3, dated 13 Cctober 1995. The prohibition reads: “It is
prohibited to use weapons to which this article applies which are equi pped
with anti-handling devices”. It should be recalled that originally the

Net her| ands advocated a conpl ete ban on anti-handling devices. This paper
sunmari zes a nunber of the issues which were raised during the discussions.

Mlitary necessity for anti-handling devices

Anti-handling devices are deened necessary in order to prevent clearance
(as opposed to breach) of mnefields. As such they pernmt the protection of a
mnefield for the duration of the mlitary requirement for which the field has
been laid. There is no longer a mlitary necessity for anti-handling devices
once the nmlitary requirenment has conme to an end or as soon as the mne no
| onger functions as a mne; at that noment cl earance (100 per cent) nust be
possible. Prohibitions/restrictions laid down in the Protocol should reflect
those mlitary and humanitarian concerns.

Three separate situations can be identified

(a) M nes equi pped with AHD whi ch do not meet the prohibitions or
restrictions inposed by the Protocol

Shoul d be prohibited at all tines.
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(b) M nes equi pped with AHD which are required to have sel f-destruct
and sel f-deactivation features in accordance with the technical annex; shoul d
the AHD continue to function after the tine limts set in that annex, the nine
still meets the definition of an anti-personnel mne. 1In order to effectively
conply with the SDA requirenent it is mandatory that the AHD i s not |onger
lived than the m ne.

Legitimate if the effective life of the AHDis linited to the
requi rements set for SDA

(c) M nes equi pped with AHD which are used in fields marked, fenced
noni tored and recorded in accordance with articles 5 and 9 of COW CONF. |/ Wp. 4:
cl earance of such mnefields is only possible if the specifications of the
anti-handl i ng device are known to the deniners or expl osive charges are used
to detonate each mne so equipped individually; it nust be reninded that
parties who lay mnes have an obligation under international lawto clear the
mnefield when the mlitary requirenment no | onger exists or to provide the
| ocation and the technical specifications of the nines concerned, including
their AHDs if any (paragraph 1, subpara. a (iii), of the Technical Annex,
CCW CONF. | / WP. 4) .

It must be noted that m nes equi pped with AHD do not raise a specific
addi ti onal danger to mne clearance in conparison to other |ive nines, should
natural causes affect the marking, fencing and nonitoring. Such mnes woul d
under nornal circunstances detonate as soon as those natural causes would
affect the position of the nine.

It is felt that this set of provisions and/or alternatives does not
effectively protect mne clearance operations, as is corroborated by
day-to-day military and humanitarian experience.

Furthernore, mnes equipped with AHD do not prevent “breaching” of
mnefields as general mlitary requirenments for breaching are limted to those
pat hs consi dered necessary for adequate novenent of troops and not geared at
100 per cent clearance.

It has been argued that clandestine operations, including clearance, are
rendered inpossible due to the use of AHD. However, such operations under
general mlitary doctrine could require only the identification of the
location of the mne and not its clearance. This in turn can only be
prevented by a mnefield nmonitoring systemwhich would not rely exclusively on
anti-handling devices. AHD to prevent clandestine breaching can therefore not
be considered an effective mlitary option. It must also be kept in mnd that
other mlitary nmeasures can be taken to effectively prevent clandestine mne
clearance without giving rise to the sane concerns that AHD cause

In the light of the above and wei ghing the argunents, it is felt that

the use of AHD in “article 5-situations” (CCWCONF. I1/Wp. 4) should al so be
prohibited as mlitary necessity and humanitarian concerns are not bal anced.
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D scussion itens

- M ne cl earance shoul d not be unnecessarily hanpered or virtually
i npossi bl e as soon as the nmlitary necessity for naintaining the
mnefield no | onger exists.

- Does mlitary doctrine require the mai ntenance of the right to use
non- SDA- m nes equi pped with AHDs within marked, fenced and nonitored
m nefi el ds?

- Does mlitary doctrine require naintenance of the right to use SDA-m nes
equi pped with AHDs if independent detonation of the mne is physically
i mpossi bl e once the requirements of SDA have been net ?

Net her | ands Concl usi ons

dven the fact that the mlitary necessity for anti-handling devices is
limted, it is felt that, should AHD continue to be legitimte on nines other
than those required to have SDA-features, mine clearance goals set under the
Protocol are unduly affected: actually, it mght be argued mne clearance is
severely hanpered. Restrictions along the lines of article 5 of the
Presidential text are not sufficient to alleviate the probl ens denining
programres face around the world. The prohibition proposed is a “bright |ine”
rul e which strikes a careful bal ance between mlitary necessity and
humani tarian concerns. It therefore is fully in keeping with the goals set
for this Review Conference
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PROPCSED CHANGES TO ARTI CLE 14 OF THE PRESI DENT' S TEXT

Conpliance with this Protocol

1. Serious violations of this Protocol shall be any contravention of the
provi sions of this Protocol, involving the use of mnes, booby-traps or other
devices, if wilfully or recklessly causing:

(a) death or serious injury to civilians, or

(b) ext ensi ve destruction or appropriation of property not justified
by mlitary necessity.

2. Each H gh Contracting Party shall enact any |egislation necessary to
provi de effective penal sanctions for those committing or ordering to be
commtted serious violations referred to in paragraph 1 of this Article and
shal | take such neasures as may be necessary to establish its jurisdiction
over such viol ati ons.

3. Each H gh Contracting Party and party to a conflict shall search for
persons all eged to have committed, or to have ordered to be commtted serious
violations of this Protocol and either extradite such persons in accordance
with its own legislation for prosecution in another H gh Contracting Party,
provided a prinma facie case is nmade out, or submit the case to its own
conpetent authorities for the purpose of prosecution. Such authorities shal
take their decision, regardless of the person's nationality, in the sane
manner as in the case of any ordinary offence of a serious nature under the

| aw of that State

4. Each H gh Contracting Party and party to a conflict shall require that,
comrensurate with their |evel of responsibility, commanders ensure that
nmenbers of the armed forces under their command are aware of their obligations
under this Protocol and shall take any other neasures necessary for the
suppression of all violations of this Protocol
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Article 13, Paragraph 4
Proposal submitted by Germany

In order to facilitate consultati on and cooperation between the States
Parties as foreseen in Article 13, paragraph 1, Germany suggests that all
States Parties provide national reports on the matters |listed in paragraph 4
of Article 13 prior to the annual *Conference of H gh Contracting Parties”.

Cermany therefore proposes to anend Article 13, paragraph 4 of the
President's Text as follows (anmendrments in bold, deletions in square
brackets):

“4, The H gh Contracting Parties shall provide annual reports to
the Depositary, who shall circulate themto all H gh Contracting Parties

i n advance of the Conference, on [any of] the followi ng nmatters:

(a) di ssem nation of information on the Protocol to their arned
forces and to the civilian popul ation;

(b) m ne cl earance and rehabilitati on progranmes;
(c) steps taken to neet technical requirenents of the Protocol;
(d) | egi sl ation;

(e) nmeasures taken on international technical information
exchange and on international cooperation on mne clearance; and

(f) other relevant matters.”
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Conpl i ance Annex

Proposal submitted by the United States

Accept ance of this Annex

1. Any H gh Contracting Party may declare, upon its notification of
acceptance to be bound by this Protocol, or at any subsequent tine, its
intention to be bound, as well, by this Annex.

2. The provisions of this Annex apply only to such Parties. Al references
inthis Annex to a Party or Parties shall include only such Parties.

Conpl i ance Meeti ngs

1. Any Party may ask the Depositary to convene a Conpliance Meeting to
conduct an inquiry to clarify and seek to resolve questions relating to
conpliance with the provisions of this Protocol concerning the use of m nes,
booby-traps and other devices. The request for a Conpliance Meeting shal
contain all appropriate infornmation on the basis of which a concern has arisen
regardi ng possi bl e non-conpl i ance.

2. The Depositary shall invite all Parties to the Conpliance Meeting which
shal | be convened in New York within four weeks of the request. The Party
which is the subject of the request may provide an expression of its views
prior to the Conpliance Meeting

3. The presence of a quorumconsisting of a majority of the Parties shall
be required to take decisions. The Conpliance Meeting shall take its
deci si ons by consensus if possible, but otherwi se by a nmajority of Parties
present and voting, except as otherw se indicated herein. The costs of the
Conpl i ance Meeting's activity shall be covered by the Parties in accordance
with the UN scal e of assessnents, adjusted to allow for differences between
the nunber of States Menbers of the United Nations and the nunber of Parties.

4. The Conpliance Meeting shall hold an inquiry into the conpliance issue
raised unless it decides that the information and facts provi ded do not
justify it. Such decision shall be by a two-thirds majority of Parties
present and voti ng.
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5. The inquiry shall be supplenented by facts collected on the spot or in
other places directly related to the alleged conpliance issue under the
jurisdiction or control of a Party, unless the Conpliance Meeting deci des that
no such action is required and that the request may be dealt with on the basis
of the naterials provided. Such decision shall be by a two-thirds majority of
Parties present and voti ng.

Teans of Experts

1. Facts to supplement an inquiry shall be collected by a teamof experts.

2. The Depositary shall prepare a list of qualified experts provided by
Parties, and shall constantly keep this list updated. The initial |ist and
any subsequent change to it shall be communicated, in witing, to each Party.

3. Any qualified expert included in this list shall be regarded as

desi gnated unless a Party, not later than 30 days after its receipt of the
list, objects, in which event the Conpliance Meeting shall deci de whether the
expert in question shall be designated.

4. Upon receiving a request fromthe Conpliance Meeting, the Depositary
shal | appoint a teamof experts fromthe list of qualified experts, who shal
act in their personal capacity. Experts who are nationals of Parties which
requested the inquiry or of concerned Parties shall not be chosen. The team
of experts shall include no nore than 10 persons.

5. The Depositary shall dispatch the teamof experts at the earliest
opportunity taking into account the safety of the teamand shall notify the
Party on whose territory facts are to be collected of the teams arrival at
| east 72 hours before its arrival.

6. Such Party shall facilitate the arrival, transport and acconmodati on of
the team of experts.

7. The team of experts may bring the foll owi ng equi prent, which shall be
used solely for the collection of information relevant to the all eged
conpl i ance issue: (a) mne detection equipnent and aninmals; (b) hand tools
for mne renoval and defusing; (c) portable x-ray equiprment to determ ne the
presence of anti-handling devices or booby-traps; (d) radios; (e) naps;

(f) GPS equi prent and conpasses; (g) caneras with flash equi pment and vi deo
caneras; (h) portable conputers and printers; (i) neasuring tapes and sticks;
(j) flashlights; (k) scales; (l) tanper-indicating seals; and (n) other

equi pnent, as agreed. After arrival, the teamof experts may hear statenents
by official representatives of the Party and nay questi on persons connected
with the all eged conpliance issue, nay have access to areas and installations
under the control of the Party where facts relevant to the conpliance issue
coul d reasonably be expected to be collected, and collect sanples of relevant
m nes, booby-traps or other devices, as well as copies of docunents rel evant

- 224 -



CCW CONF. | / CRP. 9/ Rev. 1
page 3

to their location, characteristics, and nai ntenance. These rights shal
be subject to any arrangenments that the Party concerned consi ders necessary
for:

(a) The protection of sensitive equipnent, information and areas
connected with the subject of the fact-finding m ssion

(b) any constitutional obligations the Party concerned nay have with
regard to proprietary rights, searches and seizures, or other constitutiona
protection; and

(c) the protection of the conduct of actual mlitary operations.

In the event any of these limtations apply, the Party concerned shall nake
every reasonable effort to satisfy the legitimte needs of the teamof experts
t hrough ot her neans.

8. The team of experts may remain in the territory of the Party concerned
for no nore than two weeks, and at any particular site no nore than one week
unl ess otherw se agreed. After having conpleted its mssion, the team of
experts shall subnmt a report to the Depositary not |ater than one week after
leaving the territory of the concerned Party. The report shall summarize the
factual findings of the teamrelated to the conpliance issue.

9. The Depositary shall pronptly transmt the report of the teamof experts
to the Conpliance Meeting

Conpl i ance Meeting Consi deration

1. The Conpliance Meeting shall consider all relevant information and
facts, including any report submtted by the teamof experts. |If the
Conpl i ance Meeting concl udes based on such information and facts that there
has been violation of the provisions of this Protocol concerning the use of
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices, the Conpliance Meeting shall, as
appropriate, request that the Party responsible for the violation take
appropriate measures to renedy the situation

2. The Conpliance Meeting may al so consi der neasures designed to encourage

conpl i ance, and nmay, in accordance with the United Nations Charter, refer the
issue to the attention of the Security Council
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Article 12

Protection fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices

Proposal submitted by India and the United Ki ngdom

1. Application

(a) Wth the exception of the forces and mssions referred to in
paragraph 2 below, this Article applies only to m ssions which are performng
functions in an area with the consent of the host State or States.

(b) The application of the provisions of this Article to parties to a
conflict which are not H gh Contracting Parties shall not change their |egal
status or the legal status of a disputed territory, either explicitly or

inplicitly.

(c) The provisions of this Article are wi thout prejudice to existing
international humanitarian law, or other international instruments, as
appl i cabl e, which provide for a higher |level of protection to personnel
functioning in accordance with this Article.

* Reissued for technical reasons.
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2. Peace-keepi ng and certain other forces and m ssions

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any United Nations force or mission performng
peace- keepi ng, observation or simlar functions in any area
in accordance with Chapter I or VIl of the Charter of the
Uni ted Nations; and

(ii) any mssion of an arrangenent or agency perform ng
functions pursuant to Chapter V11 of the Charter of the
United Nations in the area of a conflict with the consent of
each H gh Contracting Party which is a party to that
conflict.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a force or mssion to which this paragraph appli es,
shal I :

(i) so far as it is able, take such neasures as are necessary to
protect the personnel participating in, or associated wth,
the force or mission fromthe effects of m nes, booby-traps
and other devices in any area under its control; and

(ii) if necessary in order effectively to protect such personnel,
remove or render harmess, so far as it is able, all mnes,
booby-traps and other devices in that area; and

(iii) informthe head of the force or mssion of the |ocation of
all known mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and
other devices in the area in which the force or mssionis
performng its functions and, so far as is feasible, make
available to himall information in its possession
concerning such mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces.

3. Hunanitarian and fact-finding mssions of the United Nations

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any humanitarian or fact-finding m ssion
of the United Nations system

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and
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(ii) if access to or through any place under its control is
necessary for the performance of the mssion's functions and
in order to provide the personnel of the mssion with safe
passage to or through that place:

(aa) unl ess ongoi ng hostilities prevent, informthe head of
the mssion of a safe route to that place if such
information is avail able, or

(bb) if information identifying a safe route is not
provi ded i n accordance with subparagraph (aa) above,
so far as is necessary and feasible, clear a |ane
t hrough m nefi el ds.

4, Mssions of the International Committee of the Red Oross

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any mssion of the International
Committee of the Red Oross performng functions with the consent of the host
State or States as provided for by the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and, where
applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) take the nmeasures set out in paragraph 3 (b) (ii) above.

5. QG her humanitarian mssions and mssions of inquiry

(a) I nsof ar as paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 above do not apply to them this
par agraph applies to the foll owi ng mssions when they are performng functions
inthe area of a conflict or to assist the victins of a conflict:

(i) any hunmanitarian mssion of a national Red Cross or
Red Crescent society or of their International Federation;
and

(i) any mssion of an inpartial hunmanitarian organi zati on (which
termincludes an inpartial humanitarian non-government al
organi zation); and

(iii) any m ssion of inquiry established pursuant to the
provisions of the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and, where
applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977 or by an
i nt ergover nental organi zati on
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(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a mssion to which this paragraph applies, shall, so
far as is feasible:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) take the measures set out in paragraph 3 (b) (ii) above.

6. Confidentiality

Al information provided in confidence pursuant to this Article shall be
treated by the recipient in strict confidence and shall not be rel eased
outside the force or mssion concerned w thout the express authorization of
the provider of the information.
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Techni cal Annex

Proposal submtted by Canada

Addition to final sentence of 2 (c). New sentence to read:

In the meantine it shall, to the extent feasible, mnimze the use of
anti-personnel mnes that do not so conply and shoul d such m nes be used, wll
undertake to nake all best efforts to attach a material or device as set out
i n subparagraph (b) above.

* Reissued for technical reasons.
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Techni cal _Annex

Proposal submtted by France

2. Specifications on detectability

(a) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced after the adoption
of this amended Protocol, such mnes shall incorporate in their construction a
material or device that enables the mne to be detected by comonl y-avail abl e
techni cal mne detection equi pnment and provi des a response signal equival ent
to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single coherent nass

(b) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced before the adoption
of this anended Protocol, such mines shall either incorporate in their
construction, or have attached prior to their enplacenent, in a manner not
easily renovabl e, a material or device that enables the mne to be detected by
commonl y avail abl e techni cal m ne detection equi prent and provi des a response
signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single nass

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmedi ately conply w th subparagraph (b) above, it may declare at the
time of its notification of consent to be bound by this anmended Protocol that
it will defer conpliance wth subparagraph (b) above for a period not to
exceed five years fromthe entry into force of this Protocol. In the
neantine, it shall use such mines only within a perineter-nmarked area that is

nonitored by mlitary personnel and protected by fencing or other neans
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President's paper on Articles 2-10 and Techni cal Annex

Article 2
Definitions
For the purpose of this Protocol
1. “Mne” means a nunition placed under, on or near the ground or other

surface area and designed to be expl oded by the presence, proximty or contact
of a person or vehicle.

2. “Renotel y-delivered mne” neans a mne not directly enplaced but
delivered by artillery, mssile, rocket, nortar, or simlar nmeans, or dropped
froman aircraft. Mnes delivered froma | and-based systemfromless than
500 netres are not considered to be “renotely delivered’, provided that they
are used in accordance with Article 5 and other relevant articles of this

Pr ot ocol

3. “Anti-personnel nmne” means a mne prinarily designed to be expl oded by
the presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will incapacitate,
injure or kill one or nore persons.

4. “Booby-trap” neans any device or material which is designed,
constructed, or adapted to kill or injure, and which functions unexpectedly
when a person disturbs or approaches an apparently harm ess object or perforns
an apparently safe act.

5. “Qt her devices” neans nmanual |y enpl aced nunitions and devi ces incl udi ng
i mprovi sed expl osi ve devices designed to kill, injure or damage and which are
actuated manual ly, by renote control or automatically after a | apse of tine.

6. “Mlitary objective” means, so far as objects are concerned, any object
which by its nature, |ocation, purpose or use nakes an effective contribution
to mlitary action and whose total or partial destruction, capture or
neutralization, in the circunstances ruling at the tinme, offers a definite
mlitary advantage.
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7. “Gvilian objects” are all objects which are not mlitary objectives as
defined in paragraph 6.
8. “Mnefield” is a defined area in which mnes have been enpl aced and

“mned area” is an area which is dangerous due to the presence of m nes.
“Phoney mnefield” means an area free of mines that simulates a mnefield.
The term mnefield includes phoney m nefi el ds.

9. “Recordi ng” nmeans a physical, adm nistrative and technical operation
designed to obtain, for the purpose of registration in the official records,
all available information facilitating the [ocation of mnefields, mned
areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices.

10. “Sel f-destructing nechani snf means an incorporated or externally
attached automati cally functioning mechani smwhi ch secures the destruction of
a nunition.

11. “Sel f-neutralizing mechani snf means an incorporated autonatically
functioni ng nechani smwhich renders a nunition inoperable.

12. “Sel f-deactivating” means automatically rendering a nmunition inoperable
by neans of the irreversible exhaustion of a conponent, e.g. a battery, that
is essential to the operation of the munition

13. “Renote control” nmeans a control by conmands from a di stance
14. “Anti-handling device” nmeans a device intended to protect a nmine and
which is part of, linked to or attached to, or placed under the m ne and which

activates when an attenpt is nade to tanper with the nine

15. “Transfer” involves, in addition to the physical novement of nmines into
or fromnational territory, the transfer of title to and control over the

m nes, but does not involve the transfer of territory containing enpl aced

m nes.

Article 3

Ceneral restrictions on the use of mnes
booby-traps and ot her devices

1. This Article applies to:
(a) m nes;
(b) booby-traps; and

(c) ot her devi ces.
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2. Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict is, in accordance
with the provisions of this Protocol, responsible for all m nes, booby-traps,
and ot her devices enployed by it and undertakes to clear, renove, destroy or
mai ntain themas specified in Article 10 of this Protocol

3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to use any m ne, booby-trap or
ot her device which is designed or of a nature to cause superfluous injury or
unnecessary suffering.

4, Weapons to which this Article applies shall strictly conply with the
standards and lintations specified in the Technical Annex with respect to
each particul ar category.

5. It is prohibited to use mnes, booby-traps or other devices which enpl oy
a mechani smor device specifically designed to detonate the nunition by the
presence of commonly available mne detectors as a result of their nagnetic or
ot her non-contact influence during normal use in detection operations.

6. It is prohibited to use a self-deactivating mne equi pped with an
anti-handling device that is designed in such a manner that the anti-handling
devi ce is capable of functioning after the mne has ceased to be capabl e of
functioni ng.

7. It is prohibited in all circunstances to direct weapons to which this
Article applies, either in offence, defence or by way of reprisals, against
the civilian population as such or against individual civilians or civilian
obj ect s.

8. The indiscrimnate use of weapons to which this Article applies is
prohibited. Indiscrimnate use is any placenent of such weapons:
(a) which is not on, or directed against, a mlitary objective. 1In

case of a doubt whether an object which is normally dedicated to civilian
pur poses, such as a place of worship, a house or other dwelling or a school
is being used to make an effective contribution to mlitary action, it shal
be presuned not to be so used; or

(b) whi ch enpl oys a method or means of delivery which cannot be
directed at a specific mlitary objective; or

(c) whi ch may be expected to cause incidental loss of civilian life,
injury to civilians, danage to civilian objects, or a conbination thereof,
whi ch woul d be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct mlitary
advant age anti ci pat ed.

9. Several clearly separated and distinct mlitary objectives located in a
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians or civilian objects cannot be treated as a single mlitary

obj ecti ve.
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10. Al feasible precautions shall be taken to protect civilians fromthe
effects of weapons to which this Article applies. Feasible precautions are
those precauti ons which are practicable or practically possible taking into
account all circunstances ruling at the tine, including humanitarian and
mlitary considerations. These circunstances include, but are not limted to:

(a) the short- and long-termeffect of |andm nes upon the |oca
civilian popul ation for the duration of the mnefield

(b) possi bl e measures to protect civilians (e.g. fencing, signs,
war ni ng and noni toring);

(c) the availability and feasibility of using alternatives; and

(d) the short- and long-termmilitary requirenents for a mnefield.
11. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any enpl acenent of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices which may affect the civilian popul ati on, unless
ci rcunstances do not permt.

Article 4

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines

It is prohibited to use anti-personnel mnes which are not detectable,
as defined in paragraph 2 of the Technical Annex.

Article 5

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines
other than renotely delivered m nes

1. This Article applies to anti-personnel nmines other than renotely
del i vered mi nes.

2. It is prohibited to use weapons, to which this Article applies which are
not self-destructing and sel f-deactivating, unless:

(a) such weapons are placed within a perineter-marked area that is
nonitored by mlitary personnel and protected by fencing or other neans, to
ensure the effective exclusion of civilians fromthe area. The narking nust
be of a distinct and durable character and nust at |east be visible to a
person who is about to enter the perineter-marked area; and

“A reference to legitimate humanitarian concerns with regard to m nes
ot her than anti-personnel mnes should be included in the Final Declaration of
t he Conference
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(b) such weapons are cleared before the area i s abandoned, unless the
area is turned over to the forces of another State that accept responsibility
for the mai ntenance of the protections required by this Article and the
subsequent cl earance of those weapons.

3. A party to the conflict is relieved fromfurther conpliance with the
provi si ons of subparagraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) above only if such conpliance is
not feasible due to forcible | oss of control of the area as a result of eneny
mlitary action, including situations where direct eneny mlitary action nakes
it inpossible to conply. |If the party of the conflict regains control of the
area, it shall resume conpliance with the provisions of subparagraphs 2 (a)
and 2 (b).

4. If the forces of a party to the conflict gain control of an area in
whi ch weapons to which this Article applies have been laid, such forces shall
to the maxi numextent feasible, maintain and, if necessary, establish the
protections required by this Article until such weapons have been cl ear ed.

5. Al feasible neasures shall be taken to prevent the unauthorized
renoval , defacenent, destruction or conceal nent of any device, systemor
material used to establish the perineter of a perimeter-narked area.

6. Wapons to which this Article applies and which propel fragments in a
hori zontal arc of |less than 90 degrees and are placed on or above the ground
may be used wi thout the neasures provided for in paragraph 2 (a) of this
Article for a maxi numperiod of 72 hours, if:

(a) they are located in the immediate proximty of the mlitary unit
that enpl aced them and

(b) the area is nonitored by nilitary personnel to ensure the
effective exclusion of civilians.

Article 6

Restrictions on the use of renotely delivered m nes

1. It is prohibited to use renotely delivered anti-personnel m nes
which are not in conpliance with the provisions on self-destruction and
sel f-deactivation contained in the Technical Annex.

2. It is prohibited to use renotely delivered mnes other than
anti-personnel mnes unless they are recorded according to paragraph 1 (b) of
the Techni cal Annex, and, to the extent feasible, are equipped with an
effective self-destructing or self-neutralizing nmechani smand have a back-up
feature, which is designed so that the mine will no |onger function as a mne
when the mne no longer serves the military purpose for which it was placed in
posi tion.
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Article 7

Prohibitions on the use of booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Wthout prejudice to the rules of international |aw applicable in

armed conflict relating to treachery and perfidy, it is prohibited in all
ci rcunstances to use booby-traps and other devices which are in any way

attached to or associated with:

(a) internationally recognized protective enbl ens, signs or signals;
(b) si ck, wounded or dead persons;
(c) burial or cremation sites or graves;

(d) medi cal facilities, nedical equipnent, medical supplies or nedica
transportati on;

(e) children's toys or other portable objects or products specially
desi gned for feeding, health, hygiene, clothing or education of children

(f) food or drink;

(9) kitchen utensils or appliances except in mlitary establishments,
mlitary locations or mlitary supply depots;

(h) objects clearly of a religious nature;

(i) hi storic monunments, works of art or places of worship which
constitute the cultural or spiritual heritage of peoples;

(i) animals or their carcasses.

2. It is prohibited to use booby-traps and other devices in the formof an
apparently harm ess portabl e object which is specifically designed and
constructed to contain expl osive materi al

3. Wthout prejudice to the provisions in Article 3, it is prohibited to
use weapons to which this Article applies in any city, town, village or other
area containing a simlar concentration of civilians in which conbat between
ground forces is not taking place or do not appear to be immnent, unless
either:

(a) they are placed on or in close vicinity of a mlitary objective;
or

(b) nmeasures are taken to protect civilians fromtheir effects, for

exanpl e, the posting of warning sentries, the issue of warnings or the
provi sion of fences.
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Article 8
Transfer

In order to further prevent the use of mnes contrary to the purposes of
this Protocol, each H gh Contracting Party:

(a) undertakes not to transfer any nmnes the use of which is
prohi bited by this Protocol as anended,;

(b) In the event a Hgh Contracting Party declares that it will defer
conpliance with specific provisions on the use of certain mnes, as provided
for in the Technical Annex, subparagraph (a) shall however apply to such m nes
fromthe adoption of the revised Protocol

(The content of Article 8 is the subject of separate consultations. The
chapeau and subparagraph (a) are here reproduced only to provide the
appropriate context. Subparagraphs (c) and follow ng shoul d be renunbered
accordingly.)

Article 9

Recordi ng and use of information on m nefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Al information concerning mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices shall be recorded in accordance with the provisions of the
Techni cal Annex.

2. Al'l such records shall be retained by the parties to a conflict, who
shal |, without delay after the cessation of active hostilities, take all
necessary and appropriate neasures, including the use of such information, to
protect civilians fromthe effects of the mnefields, mned areas, m nes
booby-traps and other devices in areas under their control.

At the sane tine, they shall also nake available to the other party or
parties to the conflict and to the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations al
such information in their possession concerning mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices laid by themin areas no | onger under their
control ; provided, however, subject to reciprocity, where the forces of a
party to a conflict are in the territory of the adverse party, either party
may w thhol d such information fromthe Secretary-CGeneral and the other party,
to the extent that security interests require such withholding, until neither
party is in the territory of the other. 1In the latter case, the information
wi t hhel d shall be disclosed as soon as those security interests pernit.

Wher ever possible, the parties to the conflict shall seek, by mutua
agreenent, to provide for the release of such information at the earliest
possible tinme in a manner consistent with the security interests of each

party.
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3. This Article is without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 10
and 12 of this Protocol
Article 10

Renoval of minefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces and international cooperation

1. Wthout delay after the cessation of active hostilities all mnefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices shall be cleared, renoved,
destroyed or maintained in accordance with Article 3 and paragraph 2 of
Article 5 of this Protocol

2. H gh Contracting Parties and parties to a conflict bear such
responsibility with respect to mnefields, mned areas, booby-traps and
ot her devices in areas under their control.

3. Wth respect to mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her
devices laid by a party in areas over which it no | onger exercises control,
such party shall provide to the party in control of the area pursuant to
paragraph 2 above, to the extent permtted by such party, technical and
materi al assi stance necessary to fulfil such responsibility.

4. At all tinmes necessary, the parties shall endeavour to reach agreenent,
bot h anmong t hensel ves and, where appropriate, with other States and with

i nternati onal organi zations on the provision of technical and materia

assi stance, including, in appropriate circunstances, the undertaking of joint
operations necessary to fulfil such responsibilities.

Techni cal _Annex

1. Recordi ng

(a) The recording of the location of mnes other than renotely
delivered mnes, mnefields, mned areas, booby-traps and ot her devices shal
be done in accordance with the follow ng

(i) The location of the mnefields, mned areas and areas of
booby-traps and ot her devices shall be specified accurately
by the relation to the coordinates of at |east two reference
poi nts and the estimated di nensions of the area contai ni ng
these devices in relation to those reference points.

(i) Maps, diagrans or other records shall be made in such a way
as to indicate the location of mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices in relation to reference
poi nts, these records shall also indicate their perineters
and extent.
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(iii) For purposes of detection and cl earance of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices, maps, diagrans or other
records shall contain conplete information on the type,
nunber, enpl aci ng nmethod, type of fuse and life time, date
and tine of |laying, anti-handling devices (if any) and ot her
rel evant information of all the nunitions laid. Wenever
feasible the mnefield record shall show the exact |ocation
of every mne; except in row mnefields where the row
location is sufficient. The precise |ocation and operating
mechani sm of each booby-trap laid shall be individually
recor ded.

(b) The estimated | ocation and area of renotely delivered mnes shal
be specified by coordinates of reference points (normally corner points) and
shal | be ascertained and when feasible nmarked on the ground at the earliest
opportunity. The total nunber and type of mnes laid, the date and time of
| aying and the self-destruction tinme periods shall also be recorded.

(c) Copi es of records are to be held at a | evel of command sufficient
to guarantee their safety as far as possible.

(d) The use of mnes produced after the entry into force of this
Protocol is prohibited unless they are marked in English or in the respective
nati onal |anguage(s) as foll ows:

- nane of the country of origin

- nmont h and year of production

- serial nunber or |ot nunber.

The marking should be visible, readable, durable and resistant to
environnental effects, as far as possible.

2. Specifications on detectability

(a) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced after 1 July 1996
such mnes shall incorporate in their construction a material or device that
enabl es the mne to be detected by commonl y-avail abl e techni cal m ne detection
equi pnent and provi des a response signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans
or more of iron in a single coherent nass.

(b) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced before 1 July 1996,
such mnes shall either incorporate in their construction, or have attached
prior to their enplacenent, in a manner not easily renovable, a material or
devi ce that enables the mne to be detected by commonly avail abl e techni ca
m ne detection equi pnent and provi des a response signal equivalent to a signa
from8 grans or nore of iron in a single coherent nass
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(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmediately conply w th subparagraph (b) above, it may declare at the
time of its notification of consent to be bound by this anmended Protocol that
it will defer conpliance wth subparagraph (b) above for a period not to
exceed [8] years fromthe entry into force of this Protocol. In the nmeantine
it shall, to the extent feasible, mnimze the use of anti-personnel m nes
that do not so conply.

3. Specifications for self-destruction and sel f-deactivation 15

(a) Al renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes shall be designed and
constructed so that no nore than 10 per cent of activated mnes will fail to
sel f-destruct within 30 days after enpl acenent, and each m ne shall have a
back-up sel f-deactivation feature designed and constructed so that, in
conbi nation with the self-destruct mechanism no nore than one in one thousand
activated mnes will function as a nmne 120 days after enpl acenent.

(b) Al non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes, used outside of
marked areas, as defined in Article 5 of this Protocol, shall conply with the
requi rements for self-destruction and self-deactivation stated in
subpar agraph (a) of this paragraph.

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmediately conply w th subparagraphs (a) and/or (b) of this paragraph,
it may declare at the tine of its notification of consent to be bound by this
amended Protocol, that it will, with respect to mnes produced prior to its
entry into force, defer conpliance w th subparagraphs (a) and/or (b) for a
period not to exceed [8] years fromthat date.

During this period of deferral, the Hgh Contracting Party shall:

(i) undertake to minimze, to the extent feasible, the use of
anti - personnel mnes that do not so conply, and

(i) with respect to renotely delivered anti-personnel m nes,
conply with either the requirenents for self-destruction or
the requirenents for self-deactivation and, with respect to
ot her anti-personnel mnes, conply with at |east the
requi renents for self-deactivation.

%The issue of technical assistance to help countries reduce the period
of deferral stated herein is subject of consultations under Article 11 of
Protocol I1I.
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4, International signs for mnefields and m ned areas

Signs simlar to the exanple in Annex A and as specified bel ow shall be
utilized in the marking of mnefields and mned areas to ensure their
visibility and recognition by the civilian popul ati on:

(a) Si ze and shape: a triangle or square no snaller than
28 centinetres (11 inches) by 20 centinmetres (7.9 inches) for a triangle, and
15 centinetres (6 inches) per side for a square.

(b) Colour: red or orange with a yellow reflecting border.

(c) Synbol :  the synbol illustrated in Annex A or an alternative
readi |y recogni zable in the area in which the sign is to be displayed as
i dentifying a dangerous area.

(d) Language: the sign should contain the word “mnes” in one of the
six official l|anguages of the Convention (Arabic, Chinese, English, French,
Russi an and Spani sh) and the | anguage(s) prevalent in that area.

(e) Spaci ng:  signs should be placed around the mnefield or m ned

area at a distance sufficient to ensure their visibility at any point by a
civilian approaching the area
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Techni cal _Annex

Proposal submtted by Bel gi um

2. Specifications on detectability

(a) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced after the adoption
of this amended Protocol, such mnes shall incorporate in their construction a
material or device that enables the mne to be detected by comonl y-avail abl e
techni cal m ne detection equi pnment and provi des a response signal equival ent
to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single coherent nass

(b) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced before the adoption
of this anended Protocol, such mines shall either incorporate in their
construction, or have attached at the tine of their enplacenent, in a manner
not easily renovable, a naterial or device that enables the mne to be
detected by commonly avail abl e techni cal mne detection equi pment and provi des
a response signal equivalent to a signal from8 grans or nore of ironin a
si ngl e mass.
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Article 11

Technol ogi cal cooperation and assi stance

1. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to facilitate and shall have the
right to participate in the full est possible exchange of equi prent, nateri al
and scientific and technol ogi cal information concerning the inplenentation of
this Protocol and neans of mne clearance. |In particular, Hgh Contracting
Parties shall not inpose undue restrictions on the provision of mne clearance
equi pnent and rel ated technol ogi cal information for humanitari an purposes.

2. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to provide information to the
dat abase on nine cl earance established within the United Nations system
especially information concerning various neans and technol ogi es of m ne
clearance, and lists of experts, expert agencies or national points of contact
on m ne cl earance.

3. Each H gh Contracting Party in a position to do so shall provide
assi stance for mne clearance through the United Nations system other
international bodies or on a bilateral basis, or contribute to the
United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund for Assistance in Mne d earance.

4, Requests by H gh Contracting Parties for assistance, substantiated by
rel evant information, nmay be subnitted to the United Nations, to other
appropriate bodies or to other States. These requests may be provided to the
Depositary, who shall transmt themto all H gh Contracting Parties and to
rel evant international organizations.

5. In the case of requests to the United Nations, the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, within the resources available to him nay take the
appropriate steps to assess the situation and, in cooperation with the
requesting Hgh Contracting Party, determne the appropriate provision of

assi stance in mne clearance or inplenentation of the Protocol. The
Secretary-General of the United Nations nmay also report to States Parties

on such assessnment as well as on the type and scope of assistance

required.
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6. Wthout prejudice to their constitutional and |egal provisions, H gh
Contracting Parties undertake to cooperate and transfer technology to
facilitate the inplementation of the relevant prohibitions and restrictions
set out in this Protocol

7. Each H gh Contracting Party has the right to seek and receive technica

assi stance, where appropriate, fromanother H gh Contracting Party on specific
rel evant technol ogy, other than weapons technol ogy, as necessary and feasible,
with a viewto reducing any period of deferral for which provision is nade in
t he Techni cal Annex.
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Article 13

Consultations of Hgh Contracting Parties

1. The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult and cooperate with
each other on all issues related to the operation of this Protocol. For this
pur pose, Conferences of H gh Contracting Parties shall be held on an annual
basi s.

2. Participation in the annual conferences shall be determ ned by their
agreed Rul es of Procedure.

3. The work of the Conference shall include:
(a) review of the operation and status of the Protocol;

(b) consi deration of matters arising fromreports by H gh Contracting
Parties according to paragraph 4 of this Article;

(c) preparation for review Conferences; and

(d) consi deration of the devel opnent of technol ogies to protect
civilians against indiscrimnate effects of |andm nes.

4, The H gh Contracting Parties shall provide annual reports to the
Deposi tary, who shall circulate themto all H gh Contracting Parties in
advance of the Conference, on any of the follow ng natters:

(a) di ssem nation of information on the Protocol to their armed forces
and to the civilian popul ation;

(b) m ne cl earance and rehabilitati on progranmes;

(c) steps taken to neet technical requirenents of the Protocol and any
other relevant information pertaining thereto;

(d) legislation related to this Protocol;
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(e) nmeasures taken on international technical information exchange, on
i nternati onal cooperation on mne clearance, and on techni cal cooperation and
assi stance; and

(f) other relevant matters.
5. The cost of the Conference of H gh Contracting Parties shall be borne by
the Hgh Contracting Parties and States not parties participating in the work

of the Conference, in accordance with the United Nations scal e of assessnent
adj usted appropriately.
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Article 14

Conpliance with this Protocol

1. Each H gh Contracting Party shall take all appropriate steps, including
| egi sl ati ve and ot her neasures, to prevent and suppress violations of this
Protocol by persons or on territory under its jurisdiction or control

2. The neasures envi saged i n paragraph 1 above include appropriate neasures
to ensure the inposition of penal sanctions agai nst persons who [during an
armed conflict and] contrary to the provisions of this Protocol, wilfully Kil
or cause serious injury to civilians and to bring such persons to justice.

3. Each H gh Contracting Party shall also require that its arnmed forces
issue relevant mlitary instructions and operating procedures and that armed
forces personnel receive training conmensurate with their duties and
responsibilities to conply with the provisions of this Protocol

4, The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult each other and to
cooperate with each other, bilaterally, through the Depositary or through

ot her appropriate internati onal procedures, to resolve any problens that may
arise with regard to the interpretation and application of the provisions of
this Protocol

- 248 -



REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTIES CCW CONF. | / CRP. 18

TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR 29 April 1996
RESTRICTIONS ONTHE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Second resuned session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

Article 12

Protection fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas, mnes,
booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Application

(a) Wth the exception of the forces and mssions referred to in
paragraph 2 (a) (i) below, this Article applies only to mssions which are
performng functions in an area with the consent of the H gh Contracting Party
on whose territory the functions are performned.

(b) The application of the provisions of this Article to parties to a
conflict which are not H gh Contracting Parties shall not change their |egal
status or the legal status of a disputed territory, either explicitly or

inplicitly.

(c) The provisions of this Article are wi thout prejudice to existing
international hurmanitarian law, or other international instruments, as
appl i cabl e, which provide for a higher |level of protection to personnel
functioning in accordance with this Article.

2. Peace-keepi ng and certain other forces and m ssions

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any United Nations force or mssion [established by the
Security Council] performng peace-keepi ng, observation [or
simlar] functions in any area in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations; and

[(ii) any other force or mssion operating under a nmandate of the

Security Council, when authorized by the Security Council to
receive the protections provided in this Article; and]
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(iii) any m ssion established pursuant to Chapter V11 of the
Charter of the United Nations and performng its functions
inthe area of a conflict.

[ However, this paragraph shall not apply to any force or m ssion authorized by
the Security Council as an enforcenent action under Chapter VII of the Charter
of the United Nations in which any of the personnel are engaged as conbat ants
agai nst organi zed arned forces and to which the |law of international armnmed
conflict applies.]

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a force or mssion to which this paragraph appli es,
shal I :

(i) so far as it is able, take such neasures as are necessary to
protect the force or mssion fromthe effects of nines
booby-traps and other devices in any area under its control;
and

(i) if necessary in order effectively to protect such personnel,
remove or render harmess, so far as it is able, all mnes,
booby-traps and other devices in that area; and

(iii) informthe head of the force or mssion of the l|ocation of
all known mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and
other devices in the area in which the force or mssionis
performng its functions and, so far as is feasible, make
available to himall information in its possession
concerning such mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces.

3. Hunanitarian and fact-finding mssions of the United Nations

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any humanitarian or fact-finding m ssion
of the United Nations system

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) if access to or through any place under its control is
necessary for the performance of the mssion's functions and
in order to provide the personnel of the mssion with safe
passage to or through that place:

(aa) unless on-going hostilities prevent, informthe head

of the mssion of a safe route to that place if such
information is avail able; or
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(bb) if infornation identifying a safe route is not
provi ded i n accordance with subparagraph (aa) above,
so far as is necessary and feasible, clear a |ane
t hrough m nefi el ds.

4, Mssions of the International Committee of the Red Oross

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any mssion of the International
Committee of the Red Oross performng functions with the consent of the host
State or States as provided for by the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and, where
applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a mission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the nmission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) take the nmeasures set out in paragraph 3 (b) (ii) above.

5. QG her humanitarian mssions and mssions of inquiry

(a) I nsof ar as paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 above do not apply to them this
par agraph applies to the foll owi ng mssions when they are performng functions
inthe area of a conflict or to assist the victins of a conflict:

(i) any hunmanitarian mssion of a national Red Cross or
Red Crescent society or of their International Federation;
and

(i) any mssion of an inpartial hunanitarian organization,
i ncluding any inpartial hunanitarian dem ning m ssion, and

(iii) any m ssion of inquiry established pursuant to the
provisions of the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and, where
applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977.
(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a mssion to which this paragraph applies, shall, so
far as is feasible:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protection set
out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) take the nmeasures set out in paragraph 3 (b) (ii) above.
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6. Confidentiality

Al information provided in confidence pursuant to this Article shall be
treated by the recipient in strict confidence and shall not be rel eased
outside the force or mssion concerned w thout the express authorization of
the provider of the information.

7. Respect for | aws and requl ati ons

Wthout prejudice to such privileges and i munities as they may enjoy or
to the requirenents of their duties, personnel participating in the forces and
mssions referred to in this Article shall:

(a) respect the laws and regul ati ons of the host State; and

(b) refrain fromany action or activity inconpatible with the
inpartial and international nature of their duties.
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RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Second resuned session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

Revi sed President's text on Protocol |l and Techni cal Annex
Article 1

Scope of application

1. This Protocol relates to the use on | and of the mines, booby-traps and
ot her devices defined herein, including nines laid to interdict beaches,

wat erway crossings or river crossings, but does not apply to the use of
anti-ship mnes at sea or in inland waterways.

2. This Protocol shall apply, in addition to situations referred to in
Article 1 of this Convention, to situations referred to in Article 3 common to
t he Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949. This Protocol shall not apply to
situations of internal disturbances and tensions, such as riots, isolated and
sporadi c acts of violence and other acts of a simlar nature, as not being
armed conflicts.

3. In case of armed conflicts not of an international character occurring
inthe territory of one of the Hgh Contracting Parties, each party to the
conflict shall be bound to apply the prohibitions and restrictions of this

Pr ot ocol

4, Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked for the purpose of affecting
the sovereignty of a State or the responsibility of the CGovernnent, by al
legitinmate nmeans, to maintain or re-establish law and order in the State or to
defend the national unity and territorial integrity of the State.

5. Nothing in this Protocol shall be invoked as a justification for
intervening, directly or indirectly, for any reason whatever, in the arned
conflict or in the internal or external affairs of the H gh Contracting Party
inthe territory of which that conflict occurs.

6. The application of the provisions of this Protocol to parties to a
conflict which are not Hgh Contracting Parties that have accepted this
Protocol shall not change their |egal status or the legal status of a disputed
territory, either explicitly or inplicitly.
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Article 2
Definitions
For the purpose of this Protocol
1. “Mne” means a nunition placed under, on or near the ground or other

surface area and designed to be expl oded by the presence, proximty or contact
of a person or vehicle.

2. “Renotel y-del i vered mne” neans a mne not directly enplaced but
delivered by artillery, mssile, rocket, nortar, or simlar neans, or dropped
froman aircraft. Mnes delivered froma | and-based systemfromless than
500 netres are not considered to be “renotely delivered’, provided that they
are used in accordance with Article 5 and other relevant articles of this

Pr ot ocol

3. “Anti-personnel mne” means a mne prinarily designed to be expl oded by
the presence, proximty or contact of a person and that will incapacitate,
injure or kill one or nore persons.

4. “Booby-trap” neans any device or material which is designed,
constructed, or adapted to kill or injure, and which functions unexpectedly
when a person disturbs or approaches an apparently harm ess object or perforns
an apparently safe act.

5. “Qt her devices” neans manual |y enpl aced nunitions and devi ces incl udi ng
i mprovi sed expl osi ve devices designed to kill, injure or damage and which are
actuated manual ly, by renote control or automatically after a | apse of tine.

6. “Mlitary objective” means, so far as objects are concerned, any object
which by its nature, |ocation, purpose or use nakes an effective contribution
to mlitary action and whose total or partial destruction, capture or
neutralization, in the circunstances ruling at the tinme, offers a definite
mlitary advantage.

7. “Gvilian objects” are all objects which are not mlitary objectives as
defined in paragraph 6 of this Article.

8. “Mnefield” is a defined area in which mnes have been enpl aced and
“mned area” is an area which i s dangerous due to the presence of m nes.
“Phoney mnefield” nmeans an area free of mines that simulates a mnefield.
The term mnefield includes phoney m nefi el ds.

9. “Recordi ng” means a physical, adm nistrative and technical operation
designed to obtain, for the purpose of registration in the official records,
all available information facilitating the [ocation of mnefields, mned
areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices.
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10. “Sel f-destructing nechani snf means an incorporated or externally
attached automati cally functioni ng mechani smwhi ch secures the destruction of
a nunition.

11. “Sel f-neutralizing mechani snf means an incorporated autonatically
functioni ng nechani smwhich renders a nunition inoperable.

12. “Sel f-deactivating” means automatically rendering a munition inoperable
by means of the irreversible exhaustion of a conponent, e.g. a battery, that
is essential to the operation of the munition

13. “Renote control” nmeans a control by conmands from a di stance
14, “Anti-handl i ng device” neans a device intended to protect a mne and
which is part of, linked to or attached to, or placed under the m ne and which

activates when an attenpt is nade to tanper with the nine

15. “Transfer” involves, in addition to the physical novement of nines into
or fromnational territory, the transfer of title to and control over the

m nes, but does not involve the transfer of territory containing enpl aced

m nes.

Article 3

Ceneral restrictions on the use of mnes,
booby-traps and ot her devices

1. This Article applies to:

(a) m nes;

(b) booby-traps; and

(c) ot her devi ces.
2. Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict is, in accordance
with the provisions of this Protocol, responsible for all mnes, booby-traps,
and ot her devices enployed by it and undertakes to clear, renove, destroy or
mai ntain themas specified in Article 10 of this Protocol
3. It is prohibited in all circunstances to use any m ne, booby-trap or
ot her device which is designed or of a nature to cause superfluous injury or
unnecessary suffering.
4, Weapons to which this Article applies shall strictly conply with the

standards and limtations specified in the Technical Annex with respect to
each particul ar category.
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5. It is prohibited to use mnes, booby-traps or other devices which enpl oy
a mechani smor device specifically designed to detonate the nunition by the
presence of commonly available mne detectors as a result of their nagnetic or
ot her non-contact influence during normal use in detection operations.

6. It is prohibited to use a self-deactivating mne equi pped with an
anti-handling device that is designed in such a manner that the anti-handling
devi ce is capable of functioning after the mne has ceased to be capabl e of
functioni ng.

7. It is prohibited in all circunstances to direct weapons to which this
Article applies, either in offence, defence or by way of reprisals, against
the civilian population as such or against individual civilians or civilian
obj ect s.

8. The indiscrimnate use of weapons to which this Article applies is
prohibited. Indiscrimnate use is any placenent of such weapons:
(a) which is not on, or directed against, a mlitary objective. 1In

case of a doubt whether an object which is normally dedicated to civilian
pur poses, such as a place of worship, a house or other dwelling or a school
is being used to make an effective contribution to mlitary action, it shal
be presuned not to be so used; or

(b) whi ch enpl oys a method or means of delivery which cannot be
directed at a specific mlitary objective; or

(c) whi ch may be expected to cause incidental loss of civilian life,
injury to civilians, danage to civilian objects, or a conbination thereof,
whi ch woul d be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct mlitary
advant age anti ci pat ed.

9. Several clearly separated and distinct mlitary objectives located in a
city, town, village or other area containing a simlar concentration of
civilians or civilian objects cannot be treated as a single mlitary

obj ecti ve.

10. Al feasible precautions shall be taken to protect civilians fromthe
effects of weapons to which this Article applies. Feasible precautions are
those precautions which are practicable or practically possible taking into
account all circunstances ruling at the time, including hurmanitarian and
mlitary considerations. These circunstances include, but are not limted to:

(a) the short- and long-termeffect of |andm nes upon the |oca
civilian popul ation for the duration of the mnefield

(b) possi bl e neasures to protect civilians (e.g. fencing, signs,
war ni ng and noni toring);
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(c) the availability and feasibility of using alternatives; and
(d) the short- and long-termmnilitary requirenents for a mnefield.
11. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any enpl acenent of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices which may affect the civilian popul ati on, unless
ci rcunstances do not permt.

Article 4

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines

It is prohibited to use anti-personnel mnes which are not detectable,
as defined in paragraph 2 of the Technical Annex.

Annex 5

Restrictions on the use of anti-personnel nines
other than renotely delivered m nes

1. This Article applies to anti-personnel nmines other than renotely
del i vered mi nes.

2. It is prohibited to use weapons, to which this Article applies which are
not self-destructing and sel f-deactivating, unless:

(a) such weapons are placed within a perineter-marked area that is
nonitored by mlitary personnel and protected by fencing or other neans, to
ensure the effective exclusion of civilians fromthe area. The narking nust
be of a distinct and durable character and nust at |east be visible to a
person who is about to enter the perimeter-marked area; and

(b) such weapons are cleared before the area i s abandoned, unless the
area is turned over to the forces of another State that accept responsibility
for the mai ntenance of the protections required by this Article and the
subsequent cl earance of those weapons.

3. A party to the conflict is relieved fromfurther conpliance with the
provi si ons of subparagraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b) of this Article only if such
conpliance is not feasible due to forcible loss of control of the area as a
result of eneny mlitary action, including situations where direct eneny
mlitary action nmakes it inpossible to conply. |If the party of the conflict
regai ns control of the area, it shall resune conpliance with the provisions of
subpar agraphs 2 (a) and 2 (b).

4. If the forces of a party to the conflict gain control of an area in
whi ch weapons to which this Article applies have been laid, such forces shall
to the maxi numextent feasible, maintain and, if necessary, establish the
protections required by this Article until such weapons have been cl ear ed.
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5. Al feasible neasures shall be taken to prevent the unauthorized
renoval , defacenent, destruction or conceal nent of any device, systemor
material used to establish the perineter of a perineter-narked area.

6. Wapons to which this Article applies and which propel fragnments in a
hori zontal arc of |ess than 90 degrees and are placed on or above the ground
may be used without the measures provided for in subparagraph 2 (a) of this

Article for a maxi numperiod of 72 hours, if:

(a) they are located in the immediate proximty of the mlitary unit
that enpl aced them and

(b) the area is nonitored by nilitary personnel to ensure the
effective exclusion of civilians.

Article 6

Restrictions on the use of renotely delivered m nes

1. It is prohibited to use renotely delivered mnes unless they are
recorded in accordance with paragraph 1 (b) of the Technical Annex.

2. It is prohibited to use renotely delivered anti-personnel nines which
are not in conpliance with the provisions on self-destruction and
sel f-deactivation contained in the Technical Annex.

3. It is prohibited to use renotely delivered mnes other than
anti-personnel mnes, unless, to the extent feasible, they are equipped with
an effective self-destructing or self-neutralizing nechani smand have a
back-up sel f-deactivating feature, which is designed so that the mine will no
[ onger function as a mne when the mne no | onger serves the mlitary purpose
for which it was placed in position.

4. Ef fecti ve advance warning shall be given of any delivery or dropping of
renmotely delivered mnes which nay affect the civilian popul ati on, unl ess
ci rcunstances do not permt.

Article 7

Prohibitions on the use of booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Wthout prejudice to the rules of international |aw applicable in arned
conflict relating to treachery and perfidy, it is prohibited in all
ci rcunstances to use booby-traps and ot her devices which are in any way
attached to or associated with:

(a) internationally recognized protective enbl ens, signs or signals;

(b) si ck, wounded or dead persons;
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(c) burial or cremation sites or graves;

(d) medi cal facilities, nedical equipnent, medical supplies or nedica
transportati on;

(e) children's toys or other portable objects or products specially
desi gned for feeding, health, hygiene, clothing or education of children

(f) food or drink;

(9) kitchen utensils or appliances except in mlitary establishments,
mlitary locations or mlitary supply depots;

(h) objects clearly of a religious nature;

(i) hi storic monurments, works of art or places of worship which
constitute the cultural or spiritual heritage of peoples;

(i) animal s or their carcasses.

2. It is prohibited to use booby-traps and other devices in the formof an
apparently harmi ess portabl e object which is specifically designed and
constructed to contain expl osive materi al

3. Wthout prejudice to the provisions in Article 3, it is prohibited to
use weapons to which this Article applies in any city, town, village or other
area containing a simlar concentration of civilians in which conbat between
ground forces is not taking place or do not appear to be immnent, unless
either:

(a) they are placed on or in close vicinity of a mlitary objective;
or

(b) nmeasures are taken to protect civilians fromtheir effects, for
exanpl e, the posting of warning sentries, the issue of warnings or the
provision of fences.

Article 8

Transfer

1. In order to pronote the purposes of this Protocol, each H gh Contracting
Party:

(a) undertakes not to transfer any nmine the use of which is prohibited
by this Protocol;

(b) undertakes not to transfer any mne to any recipient other than a
State or a State agency authorized to receive such transfers;

- 259 -



CCW CONF. | / CRP. 19
page 8

(c) undertakes to exercise restraint in the transfer of any mne the
use of which is restricted by this Protocol. In particular, each H gh
Contracting Party undertakes not to transfer any anti-personnel mnes to
States which are not bound by this Protocol, unless the recipient State agrees
to apply this Protocol;

(d) undertakes to ensure that any transfer in accordance with this
Article takes place in full conpliance, by the agents or agencies of both the
transferring and the recipient State, with the relevant provisions of this
Protocol and the applicable norns of international humanitarian | aw.

2. In the event a Hgh Contracting Party declares that it will defer
conpliance with specific provisions on the use of certain mnes, as provided
for in the Technical Annex, subparagraph 1 (a) of this Article shall however
apply to such m nes.

3. Al Hgh Contracting Parties, pending the entry into force of this
Protocol, will refrain fromany actions, which woul d be inconsistent with
subparagraph 1 (a) of this Article.

Article 9

Recordi ng and use of information on m nefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Al information concerning mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devices shall be recorded in accordance with the provisions of the
Techni cal Annex.

2. Al'l such records shall be retained by the parties to a conflict, who
shal |, without delay after the cessation of active hostilities, take all
necessary and appropriate neasures, including the use of such information, to
protect civilians fromthe effects of the mnefields, mned areas, m nes
booby-traps and other devices in areas under their control.

At the sane tine, they shall also nake available to the other party or
parties to the conflict and to the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations al
such information in their possession concerning mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices laid by themin areas no | onger under their
control ; provided, however, subject to reciprocity, where the forces of a
party to a conflict are in the territory of the adverse party, either party
may w thhol d such information fromthe Secretary-CGeneral and the other party,
to the extent that security interests require such withholding, until neither
party is in the territory of the other. 1In the latter case, the information
wi t hhel d shall be disclosed as soon as those security interests pernit.

Wher ever possible, the parties to the conflict shall seek, by mutua
agreenent, to provide for the release of such information at the earliest
possible tinme in a manner consistent with the security interests of each

party.
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3. This Article is without prejudice to the provisions of Articles 10
and 12 of this Protocol
Article 10

Renoval of minefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces and international cooperation

1. Wthout delay after the cessation of active hostilities all mnefields,
m ned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her devices shall be cleared, renoved,
destroyed or maintained in accordance with Article 3 and paragraph 2 of
Article 5 of this Protocol

2. H gh Contracting Parties and parties to a conflict bear such
responsibility with respect to mnefields, mned areas, booby-traps and ot her
devices in areas under their control.

3. Wth respect to mnefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and ot her
devices laid by a party in areas over which it no | onger exercises control,
such party shall provide to the party in control of the area pursuant to
paragraph 2 of this Article, to the extent permtted by such party, technica
and material assistance necessary to fulfil such responsibility.

4. At all tinmes necessary, the parties shall endeavour to reach agreenent,
bot h anmong t hensel ves and, where appropriate, with other States and with

i nternati onal organi zations on the provisions of technical and nmateria

assi stance, including, in appropriate circunstances, the undertaking of joint
operations necessary to fulfil such responsibilities.

Article 11

Technol ogi cal cooperation and assi stance

1. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to facilitate and shall have the
right to participate in the full est possible exchange of equi prent, nmateria
and scientific and technol ogi cal information concerning the inplenentati on of
this Protocol and neans of mne clearance. |In particular, Hgh Contracting
Parties shall not inpose undue restrictions on the provision of mne clearance
equi pnent and rel ated technol ogi cal information for humanitari an purposes.

2. Each H gh Contracting Party undertakes to provide information to the
dat abase on nine cl earance established within the United Nati ons system
especially information concerning various neans and technol ogi es of m ne
clearance, and lists of experts, expert agencies or national points of contact
on m ne cl earance

3. Each H gh Contracting Party in a position to do so shall provide
assi stance for mne clearance through the United Nations system other
international bodies or on a bilateral basis, or contribute to the
United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund for Assistance in Mne d earance
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4, Requests by H gh Contracting Parties for assistance, substantiated by
rel evant information, nmay be subnitted to the United Nations, to other
appropriate bodies or to other States. These requests may be provided to the
Depositary, who shall transmt themto all H gh Contracting Parties and to
rel evant international organizations.

5. In the case of requests to the United Nations, the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, within the resources available to him nay take the
appropriate steps to assess the situation and, in cooperation with the
requesting Hgh Contracting Party, determ ne the appropriate provision of

assi stance in mne clearance or inplenmentation of the Protocol. The
Secretary-General nay also report to Hgh Contracting Parties on such
assessnent as well as on the type and scope of assistance required.

6. Wthout prejudice to their constitutional and |egal provisions, H gh
Contracting Parties undertake to cooperate and transfer technology to
facilitate the inplenmentation of the relevant prohibitions and restrictions
set out in this Protocol

7. Each H gh Contracting Party has the right to seek and receive technica

assi stance, where appropriate, fromanother H gh Contracting Party on specific
rel evant technol ogy, other than weapons technol ogy, as necessary and feasibl e,
with a viewto reducing any period of deferral for which provision is nade in

t he Techni cal Annex.

Article 12

Protection fromthe effects of mnefields, mned areas,
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices

1. Application

(a) Wth the exception of the forces and mssions referred to in
paragraph 2 (a) (i) below, this Article applies only to mssions which are
performng functions in an area with the consent of the H gh Contracting Party
on whose territory the functions are performned.

(b) The application of the provisions of this Article to parties to a
conflict which are not H gh Contracting Parties shall not change their |ega
status or the legal status of a disputed territory, either explicitly or

inplicitly.

(c) The provisions of this Article are wi thout prejudice to existing
international hurmanitarian law, or other international instruments as
applicable, or decisions by the United Nations Security Council, which provide
for a higher level of protection to personnel functioning in accordance wth
this Article.
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2. Peacekeepi ng and certain other forces and m ssions

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to:

(i) any United Nations force or mission performng peacekeepi ng,
observation or simlar functions in any area in accordance
with the Charter of the United Nations; and

(i) any m ssion established pursuant to Chapter V11 of the
Charter of the United Nations and performng its functions
inthe area of a conflict.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a force or mssion to which this paragraph appli es,
shal I :

(i) so far as it is able, take such neasures as are necessary to
protect the force or mssion fromthe effects of nines
booby-traps and other devices in any area under its control;
and

(i) if necessary in order effectively to protect such personnel,
remove or render harmess, so far as it is able, all mnes,
booby-traps and other devices in that area; and

(iii) informthe head of the force or mssion of the l|ocation of
all known m nefields, mned areas, mnes, booby-traps and
other devices in the area in which the force or mssionis
performng its functions and, so far as is feasible, make
available to himall information in its possession
concerning such mnefields, mned areas, nines, booby-traps
and ot her devi ces.

3. Hunanitarian and fact-finding mssions of the United Nations

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any humanitarian or fact-finding m ssion
of the United Nations system

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) if access to or through any place under its control is
necessary for the performance of the mssion's functions and
in order to provide the personnel of the mssion with safe
passage to or through that place:
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(aa) unl ess ongoing hostilities prevent, informthe head
of the mssion of a safe route to that place if such
information is avail able; or

(bb) if information identifying a safe route is not

provi ded i n accordance with subparagraph (aa) above, so far
as is necessary and feasible, clear a | ane through

m nefi el ds.

4, Mssions of the International Committee of the Red Oross

(a) Thi s paragraph applies to any mssion of the International
Committee of the Red Ooss performng functions with the consent of the host
State or States as provided for by the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and, where
applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977.

(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a nission to which this paragraph applies, shall:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) take the nmeasures set out in paragraph 3 (b) (ii) above.

5. QG her humanitarian mssions and mssions of inquiry

(a) I nsof ar as paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 above do not apply to them this
par agraph applies to the foll owi ng mssions when they are performng functions
inthe area of a conflict or to assist the victins of a conflict:

(i) any hunmanitarian mssion of a national Red Cross or
Red Crescent Society or of their International Federation;
and

(i) any mssion of an inpartial hunanitarian organization,
i ncluding any inpartial hunanitarian dem ning m ssion; and

(iii) any m ssion of inquiry established pursuant to the
provisions of the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and, where
applicable, their Additional Protocols of 1977.
(b) Each H gh Contracting Party or party to a conflict, if so
requested by the head of a mssion to which this paragraph applies, shall, so
far as is feasible:

(i) provi de the personnel of the mission with the protections
set out in paragraph 2 (b) (i) above; and

(ii) take the nmeasures set out in paragraph 3 (b) (ii) above.
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6. Confidentiality

Al information provided in confidence pursuant to this Article shall be
treated by the recipient in strict confidence and shall not be rel eased
outside the force or mssion concerned w thout the express authorization of
the provider of the information.

7. Respect for | aws and requl ati ons

Wthout prejudice to such privileges and i munities as they may enjoy or
to the requirenents of their duties, personnel participating in the forces and
mssions referred to in this Article shall:

(a) respect the laws and regul ati ons of the Host State; and

(b) refrain fromany action or activity inconpatible with the
inpartial and international nature of their duties.

Article 13

Consultations of Hgh Contracting Parties

1. The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult and cooperate with
each other on all issues related to the operation of this Protocol. For this
pur pose, Conferences of H gh Contracting Parties shall be held on an annual
basi s.

2. Participation in the annual conferences shall be determ ned by their
agreed Rul es of Procedure.

3. The work of the Conference shall include:
(a) review of the operation and status of this Protocol;

(b) consi deration of matters arising fromreports by H gh Contracting
Parties according to paragraph 4 of this Article;

(c) preparation for review Conferences; and

(d) consi deration of the devel opnent of technol ogies to protect
civilians against indiscrimnate effects of |andm nes.

4, The H gh Contracting Parties shall provide annual reports to the
Deposi tary, who shall circulate themto all H gh Contracting Parties in
advance of the Conference, on any of the follow ng natters:

(a) di ssem nation of information on this Protocol to their armed
forces and to the civilian popul ation;
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(b) m ne cl earance and rehabilitati on progranmes;

(c) steps taken to neet technical requirenents of this Protocol and
any other relevant information pertaining thereto;

(d) legislation related to this Protocol

(e) nmeasures taken on international technical information exchange, on
i nternati onal cooperation on mne clearance, and on techni cal cooperation and
assi stance; and

(f) other relevant matters.
5. The cost of the Conference of H gh Contracting Parties shall be borne by
the Hgh Contracting Parties and States not parties participating in the work
of the Conference, in accordance with the United Nations scal e of assessnent
adj usted appropriately.

Article 14

Conpliance with this Protocol

1. Each H gh Contracting Party shall take all appropriate steps, including
| egi sl ative and ot her neasures, to prevent and suppress violations of this
Protocol by persons or on territory under its jurisdiction or control

2. The neasures envisaged in paragraph 1 of this Article include
appropriate measures to ensure the inposition of penal sanctions agai nst
persons who, in relation to an arned conflict and contrary to the provisions
of this Protocol, wilfully kill or cause serious injury to civilians and to
bring such persons to justice.

3. Each H gh Contracting Party shall also require that its armed forces
issue relevant mlitary instructions and operating procedures and that armed
forces personnel receive training conmensurate with their duties and
responsibilities to conply with the provisions of this Protocol

4, The H gh Contracting Parties undertake to consult each other and to
cooperate with each other, bilaterally, through the Depositary or through

ot her appropriate internati onal procedures, to resolve any problens that may
arise with regard to the interpretati on and application of the provisions of
this Protocol
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Techni cal _Annex

1. Recordi ng

(a) The recording of the location of mnes other than renotely
delivered mnes, mnefields, mned areas, booby-traps and ot her devices shal
be done in accordance with the follow ng

(i) The location of the mnefields, mned areas and areas of
booby-traps and ot her devices shall be specified accurately
by the relation to the coordinates of at |east two reference
poi nts and the estimated di nensions of the area contai ni ng
these devices in relation to those reference points.

(i) Maps, diagrans or other records shall be made in such a way
as to indicate the location of mnefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and other devices in relation to reference
poi nts, these records shall also indicate their perineters
and extent.

(iii) For purposes of detection and cl earance of m nes,
booby-traps and ot her devices, maps, diagrans or other
records shall contain conplete information on the type,
nunber, enpl aci ng nethod, type of fuse and life time, date
and tine of laying, anti-handling devices (if any) and ot her
rel evant information of all the nunitions laid. Wenever
feasible the mnefield record shall show the exact |ocation
of every mne; except in row nmnefields where the row
location is sufficient. The precise |ocation and operating
mechani sm of each booby-trap laid shall be individually
recor ded.

(b) The estimated | ocation and area of renotely delivered mnes shal
be specified by coordinates of reference points (normally corner points) and
shal | be ascertained and when feasible nmarked on the ground at the earliest
opportunity. The total nunber and type of mnes laid, the date and time of
| aying and the self-destruction tinme periods shall also be recorded.

(c) Copi es of records are to be held at a | evel of command sufficient
to guarantee their safety as far as possible.

(d) The use of mnes produced after the entry into force of this
Protocol is prohibited unless they are marked in English or in the respective
nati onal | anguage(s) as foll ows:

- nane of the country of origin

- nmont h and year of production

- serial nunber or | ot nunber.
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The marki ng shoul d be visible, readable, durable and resistant to
environnental effects, as far as possible.

2. Specifications on detectability

(a) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced after
1 January 1997, such nines shall incorporate in their construction a nateria
or device that enables the mne to be detected by commonl y-avail abl e techni ca
m ne detection equi pnent and provi des a response signal equivalent to a signa
from8 grans or nore of iron in a single coherent nass

(b) Wth respect to anti-personnel mnes produced before
1 January 1997, such mnes shall either incorporate in their construction, or
have attached prior to their enplacenent, in a manner not easily renovable, a
material or device that enables the nmne to be detected by comonl y-avail abl e
techni cal mne detection equi pnment and provi des a response signal equival ent
to a signal from8 grans or nore of iron in a single coherent nass

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmedi ately conply w th subparagraph (b) above, it may declare at the
time of its notification of consent to be bound by this Protocol that it will
def er conpliance with subparagraph (b) above for a period not to exceed nine
years fromthe entry into force of this Protocol. 1In the neantine it shall
to the extent feasible, mnimze the use of anti-personnel nines that do not

so conply.

3. Specifications for self-destruction and sel f-deactivation

(a) Al renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes shall be designed and
constructed so that no nore than 10 per cent of activated mnes will fail to
sel f-destruct within 30 days after enpl acenent, and each m ne shall have a
back-up sel f-deactivation feature designed and constructed so that, in
conbi nation with the self-destruct mechanism no nore than one in one thousand
activated mnes will function as a nmne 120 days after enpl acenent.

(b) Al non-renotely delivered anti-personnel mnes, used outside of
marked areas, as defined in Article 5 of this Protocol, shall conply with the
requi rements for self-destruction and self-deactivation stated in
subpar agraph (a) above.

(c) In the event that a Hgh Contracting Party deternmines that it
cannot inmmediately conply w th subparagraphs (a) and/or (b) above, it may
declare at the tinme of its notification of consent to be bound by this
Protocol, that it will, with respect to mnes produced prior to its entry into
force defer conpliance with subparagraphs (a) and/or (b) for a period not to
exceed nine years fromthat date
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During this period of deferral, the Hgh Contracting Party shall:

(i) undertake to minimze, to the extent feasible, the use of
anti - personnel mnes that do not so conply, and

(i) with respect to renotely delivered anti-personnel m nes,
conply with either the requirenents for self-destruction or
the requirenents for self-deactivation and, with respect to
ot her anti-personnel mnes conply with at |east the
requi rements for self-deactivation

4, International signs for mnefields and m ned areas

Signs simlar to the exanple in Annex A and as specified bel ow shall be
utilized in the marking of mnefields and mned areas to ensure their
visibility and recognition by the civilian popul ati on:

(a) Si ze and shape: a triangle or square no snaller than
28 centinetres (11 inches) by 20 centinmetres (7.9 inches) for a triangle, and
15 centinetres (6 inches) per side for a square.

(b) Colour: red or orange with a yellow refl ecting border.

(c) Synbol :  the synbol illustrated in Annex A or an alternative
readi |y recogni zable in the area in which the sign is to be displayed as
i dentifying a dangerous area.

(d) Language: the sign should contain the word “mnes” in one of the
six official |anguages of the Convention (Arabic, Chinese, English, French,
Russi an and Spani sh) and the | anguage(s) prevalent in that area.

(e) Spaci ng:  signs should be placed around the mnefield or m ned

area at a distance sufficient to ensure their visibility at any point by a
civilian approaching the area
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Annex A
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l. I nt roducti on

1. The Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventi onal Wapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscrimnate Effects, under Article 8, subparagraph 3 (a), reads,
inter alia, as follows:

“If, after a period of 10 years following the entry into force of
this Convention, no conference has been convened i n accordance with
subparagraph 1 (a) or 2 (a) of this Article, any H gh Contracting Party
may request the Depositary to convene a conference to which all H gh
Contracting Parties shall be invited to review the scope and operation
of this Convention and the Protocols annexed thereto and to consider any
proposal for amendrments of this Convention or of the existing Protocols.
States not parties to this Convention shall be invited as observers to
the conference. The conference nmay agree upon anendnents whi ch shall be
adopted and enter into force in accordance with subparagraph 1 (b)
above.”

2. On 16 Decenber 1993, the CGeneral Assenbly, by its resolution 48/79,

wel comed the request to the Secretary-CGeneral to convene at an appropriate
time, if possible in 1994, in accordance with article 8, paragraph 3, of the
Convention, a conference to review the Convention and encouraged the States
parties to request the Secretary-Ceneral to establish as soon as possible a
group of governnmental experts to prepare the review conference and to furnish
needed assi stance and assure service, including the preparation of analytical
reports that the review conference and the group of experts mght need. It

al so call ed upon the maxi mum nunber of States to attend the conference, to
which the States parties may invite interested non-governmnental organizations,
in particular the International Committee of the Red O oss.

3. On 22 Decenber 1993, States Parties to the Convention subnitted a letter
to the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations requesting him in his capacity
as depositary of the Convention, to convene a Conference of the H gh
Contracting Parties to review the provisions of the Convention. In the
letter, the States parties also requested that a group of experts be
established with a viewto facilitating preparations for this Conference

(doc. CCWCONF.1/8/Rev.1, para. 3).

4. Accordingly, the Secretary-GCeneral established the G oup of Governnenta
Experts to Prepare the Review Conference of the States Parties to the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventi onal
Weapons Wi ch May be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects. The G oup of Governnental Experts held four sessions
in Geneva as follows: the first session took place from28 February to

4 March 1994, the second from16 to 27 May 1994, the third from8 to

19 August 1994 and the fourth from9 to 20 January 1995. A summary of the
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work of the G oup of Governmental Experts as well as on participation in the
Qoup's sessions is contained in document CCW CONF. 1/ 8/ Rev. 1, paragraphs 4
to 8.

. Organi zati on

5. I n accordance with the decisions of the Goup of Governnmental Experts,
the first phase of the Review Conference was held in Vienna from 25 Septenber
to 13 Cctober 1995 at the Austria Center Vienna and the Vienna International
Centre. On 25 Septenber, the Conference was opened by the Chairnman of the

G oup of CGovernnental Experts, M. Johan Ml ander (Sweden), who was
subsequently el ected by acclamati on as President of the Conference.

6. At its 1st plenary neeting, on 25 Septenber 1995, the Conference al so
unani nously confirmed the nomnation of M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of
the United Nations Centre for Disarnanent Affairs, as Secretary-Ceneral of the
Conference. The nom nation had been nmade by the Secretary-Ceneral of the
United Nations, following an invitation by the Goup of Covernnmental Experts.
At its 11th plenary neeting, on 22 April 1996, the President inforned the
Conference that the Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference, M. Sohrab Kheradi,
was unable to attend the second resuned session and proposed t hat

Ms. Hannel ore Hoppe, Senior Political Affairs Oficer of the United Nations
Centre for D sarmanent Affairs, assume the responsibilities of Acting
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference. The Conference endorsed this proposal.

7. At its 1st plenary neeting, the Conference, in accordance with its Rules
of Procedure, unaninously elected 10 Vice-Presidents fromthe follow ng States
Parties:

Austria Russi an Federation
Chi na Sl ovaki a
France Tuni sia
I ndi a WKkr ai ne
Mexi co United States of Anerica
8. At the same neeting, the Conference al so unani nously elected the

Chai rnmen and Vi ce-Chairmen of the three Main Conmittees, the Drafting
Commttee and the Credentials Conmittee, as follows:

Main Committee | Chai rman M. Tibor Téth (Hungary)
Vi ce- Chai r man M. Jaap Ranmaker (Netherl ands)

Main Committee |1 Chai r man
Vi ce- Chai r nan

Jorge Moral es Pedraza (Cuba)
Richard G Starr (Australia)

Main Commttee |11 Chai r man
Vi ce- Chai r nan

VWl f gang Hof f man ( Ger many)
Pet er Poptchev (Bul gari a)

=5 =%
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Drafting Conmttee Chai r man M. Mark J. Mher (Canada)
Vi ce- Chai r man M. Taoufi k Jabeur (Tunisia)
O edentials Commttee Chai r man M. Zdzislaw Galicki (Pol and)
Vi ce- Chai r man Baron Alain Quillaume (Bel gium
9. The Conference al so appoi nted, on the proposal of the President,

representatives fromthe following three States parties as nenbers of the
Credentials Conmittee: China, Finland and Paki stan.

10. At its 8th plenary neeting, on 13 Cctober 1995, the Conference adopted
by consensus the text of the Protocol on Blinding Laser Wapons (Protocol V).

11. At the sane neeting, the Conference decided by consensus, that in view
of the additional tine needed to conplete its work on Protocol II, it would
continue in resuned sessions, to be held from15 to 19 January 1996 and from
22 April to 3 May 1996, with a view to concluding the review and the amendnent
of Protocol I. The interimreports of the first phase of the Conference,

held in Vienna, and of the first resumed session, held in January 1996 in
CGeneva, are contained in docunents COW CONF.1/8/Rev.1 and CCW CONF. |/ 11,
respectively.

I11. Participation
12. Representatives of 44 States Parties to the Convention participated in

the first phase of the Conference (25 Septenber to 13 Qctober 1995, Vienna),
as foll ows:

Australia France Nor way
Austria Ger many Paki st an
Bel ar us G eece Pol and
Bel gi um Hungary Russi an Federati on
Bosni a and I ndi a Sl ovaki a
Her zegovi na Ireland Sl oveni a
Bul gari a I srael Spai n
Canada Italy Sweden
Chi na Japan Swi t zer| and
Coatia Latvi a Tuni si a
Cuba Li echtenstein Wkr ai ne
Cyprus Mexi co Uni ted Kingdomof Geat Britain
Czech Republic Mongol i a and Northern Irel and
Denmar k Net her | ands United States of America
Ecuador New Zeal and U uguay
Fi nl and
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13. In accordance with Rule 1 of the Rules of Procedure, representatives of
the following 40 States not parties to the Convention participated in the
first phase of the Conference as observers:

Al bani a | ndonesi a Republ i ¢ of Korea
Angol a Iran (Islamc Republ i ¢ of Mol dova
Argentina Republ i c of) Romani a
Bol i vi a Jordan Saudi Arabia
Brazi | Li byan Arab Jamahiriya Si ngapor e
Bur undi Luxenbour g South Africa
Canbodi a Mor occo Sudan
Chile Mozanbi que Syrian Arab Republic
Col onbi a N car agua Thai | and
Egypt Qran Tur key
Et hi opi a Par aguay Uni ted Republic of Tanzani a
Gabon Peru Venezuel a
Holy See Phi |'i ppi nes Vi et Nam
I cel and Por t ugal
14, In accordance with Rules 46, 47 and 48 of the Rules of Procedure,

representatives of the United Nations Children's Fund, the United Nations
Departrent of Humanitarian Affairs, the United Nations Devel opnent Progranme,
the United Nations H gh Conm ssioner for Refugees, the European Community, the
League of Arab States, the International Coomittee of the Red O oss, the
International Federation of Red Gross and Red Orescent Societies and the
Sovereign Oder of Malta participated in the Conference as observers. 1In
accordance with Rule 49 of the Rules of Procedure, representatives of

66 non-governnmental organi zations attended public neetings of the Conference
and its Main Conmmttees.

15. At the first resumed session (15-19 January 1996, Ceneva),
representatives of the followng 43 States Parties to the Convention
participated in the session:

Australia G eece Paki st an

Austri a Hungary Pol and

Bel gi um I ndi a Russi an Federation
Bul gari a Ireland Sl ovaki a

Canada | srael Sl oveni a

Chi na Italy Spai n

Croatia Japan Sweden

Cuba Latvi a Switzerl and

Cyprus Li echtenstein Tuni si a

Czech Republic Mal t a Wkr ai ne

Denmar k Mexi co Uni t ed Ki ngdom of
Ecuador Mongol i a G eat Britain and
Fi nl and Net her | ands Northern Irel and
France New Zeal and United States of America
Cer many Nor way Ur uguay
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16. In accordance with Rule 1 of the Rules of Procedure,

the following 33 States not parties to the Convention participated in the

sessi on as observers:

Af ghani st an Hondur as Por t ugal
A geria | ndonesi a Republ i ¢ of Korea
Angol a Iran (Islamc Romani a
Argentina Republ i c of) Si ngapor e
Arneni a Jor dan South Africa
Bol i vi a Li byan Arab Jamahiriya Syrian Arab Republic
Brazi | Luxenbour g Thai | and
Bur undi Mor occo Tur key
Chile N car agua Uni on of Myanmar
Col onbi a N geria Vi et Nam
Egypt Peru
Holy See Phi |'i ppi nes
17. In accordance with Rules 46, 47 and 48 of the Rules of Procedure,

representatives of the United Nations Children's Fund, the United Nations

Department of Humanitarian Affairs,
Ref ugees, the United Nations Institute for D sarmanment Research,
Arab States, the International

the United Nations H gh Comm ssi oner for

Federati on of Red O oss and Red Crescent Societies and the Sovereign Order of
Mal ta participated in the session as observers.

the Rul es of Procedure,

attended the public neetings of the session.

18. At the second resuned session (22 April

In accordance with Rul e 49 of
representatives of 25 non-governnent al

or gani zat i ons

to 3 May 1996, Ceneva),

representatives of the following 51 States Parties to the Convention
participated in the session:

Argentina
Australia
Austria
Bel ar us
Bel gi um
Brazi |

Bul gari a
Canada
Chi na
Coatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmar k
Ecuador

Fi nl and
France
Ger many

G eece

Quat eral a

Hungary

I ndi a

Irel and

| srael

Italy

Japan

Jor dan

Laos People's
Denocratic Republic

Latvia

Li echtenstein

Mal t a

Mexi co

Mongol i a

Net her | ands

New Zeal and
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19. In accordance with Rule 1 of the Rules of Procedure, representatives of
the following 35 States not parties to the Convention participated in the
session as observers:

Af ghani st an Holy See Thai | and
A geria Hondur as Tur key
Angol a I cel and Uni on of Myanmar
Arneni a | ndonesi a Venezuel a
Azerbai j an Iran (Islamc Republic of) Vi et Nam
Bol i vi a Luxenbour g Zanbi a
Bur undi Mor occo Zi nbabwe
Canbodi a Mozanbi que
Chad Peru
Chile Phi |'i ppi nes
Col onbi a Por t ugal
Egypt Republ i ¢ of Korea
E Sal vador Si ngapor e
Et hi opi a Syrian Arab Republic
20. In accordance with Rules 46, 47 and 48 of the Rules of Procedure,

representatives of the United Nations Children's Fund, the United Nations
Departnent of Humanitarian Affairs, the United Nati ons H gh Comm ssioner for
Ref ugees, the United Nations Institute for D sarnanent Research, the League of
Arab States, the Organization of African Unity, the O ganization of the
Islamc Conference, the International Committee of the Red O oss, the
International Federation of Red Gross and Red Orescent Societies and the
Sovereign Oder of Malta participated in the session as observers. In
accordance with Rule 49 of the Rules of Procedure, representatives of

70 non-governmental organi zations attended public neetings of the session.

V. Fi nanci al arrangenents

21. At its 1st plenary neeting, on 25 Septenber 1995, the Conference adopted
the arrangenents for neeting the costs of the Conference, as contained in
document CCW CONF. |/ GE/ 22/ Rev. 1, in accordance with Rule 16 of the Rul es of
Procedure.

22. At its 9th neeting, on 15 January 1996, the Conference adopted the
arrangenents for neeting the costs of the resumed sessions, as contained in
docunment CCW CONF.1/10, in accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules of Procedure.

V. Wor k

23. Under the Presidency of M. Johan Ml ander, the Conference held ...
plenary neetings: 8 neetings during its first phase in Septenber/Cctober
in Vienna; 2 meetings during the first resuned session in January 1996;
and ... during the second resuned session in April/My 1996. In addition,
the Conference held a nunber of infornmal neetings.
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24. At its 1st plenary neeting, on 25 Septenber 1995, the Conference adopted
its agenda (CCWCONF.1/2) and its Rules of Procedure, as orally anmended,
(CCWCONF. 1/1). At the same neeting, the Conference adopted its programre of
work and decided to distribute its work anong the three Main Conmittees as

fol | ows:

(a) Main Committee |: Review of the scope and operation of the
Convention and its annexed Protocols, consideration of any proposals relating
to the Convention and preparation and consi deration of the final docunents;

(b) Main Committee I1: Consideration of any proposal relating to the
Prot ocol s annexed to the Conventi on;

(c) Main Committee I11: Consideration of proposals for additional
Protocols to the Convention.

25. At its 2nd neeting, on 26 Septenber 1995, the Conference received a
nmessage fromthe Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations which was delivered
through a video broadcast. At the first and second resuned sessi ons,

addi ti onal messages fromthe Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations were
delivered by M. Madimr Petrovsky, D rector General of the United Nations
O fice at CGeneva.

26. During the first phase of its work, the Conference held a general
exchange of views from26 to 28 Septenber 1995. A nunber of del egations as
wel I as non-governnental organizations participated in that exchange of views.
At the opening neeting of the second resuned session, on 22 April 1996,
statenents were nade by a nunber of del egations as well as non-governnent al

or gani zat i ons.

27. Main Committee | held 17 meetings: 8 during the first phase of the
Conference in Septenber/Cctober 1995, in Vienna, and 9 neetings during the
second resuned session in April/My 1996 in CGeneva. Its report

(CCWCONF. I/MC1/1), together with the draft Final Declaration of the Review
Conference (doc. CCWCONF. I/ Wp. 1/ Rev. 1), were submtted to the Conference at
the 13th plenary neeting, on 3 May 1996, at which time the Conference took
note of the report.

28. Main Committee Il held 10 meetings from 26 Septenber to 10 Cctober 1995
in Vienna. Pursuant to the decision taken by the Conference on
13 Qctober 1995, work during the first resuned session in January 1996 in

Ceneva focused on Articles 2-6 of Protocol Il and the Technical Annex and was
carried out in the framework of open-ended informal consultations of the
President of the Conference. In addition, a neeting of nmlitary experts was

convened by the President on 18 January 1996, with a view to addressing
rel evant issues.

29. At its 10th plenary neeting, on 19 January 1996, the President

submtted to the Conference a revised version of the President's text
(CCW CONF. I /WP. 4/ Rev. 1), incorporating certain changes to Articles 2-6 and the

- 278 -



CCW CONF. | / CRP. 20/ Rev. 1
page 9

Techni cal Annex of the draft amended Protocol [l contained therein for the
consi deration of delegations, and to serve as a basis for the work of the
concl udi ng sessi on of the Review Conference. The anended version of the
President's text reflected the stage of negotiations as seen by the President
and did not conmit any del egation.

30. At its 11th plenary neeting, on 22 April 1996, the Conference, at the
recommendati on of the General Commttee, decided that, in view of the

devel opnents during the first phase of the Conference in Vi enna and subsequent
devel opnents at the first resuned session in January, work on Protocol Il and
its Technical Annex should be transferred to the Plenary and shoul d conti nue
inthe formof consultations of the President and Friends of the Chair.
Consequently, the Conference agreed that the President woul d continue

consul tations on the outstanding technical issues, i.e. new draft

Articles 2-10 of Protocol Il and the new draft Technical Annex as contained in
docunent CCWCONF. | /WP. 4/ Rev. 1. M. Max CGevers (Netherlands) was appointed as
Friend of the Chair on new draft Article 8 on “Transfer”. M. José

Viegas Filho (Brazil) was appointed as Friend of the Chair on new draft
Article 11 on “Technol ogi cal cooperation and assistance”. M. Mark J. Mbher

(Canada) was appointed as Friend of the Chair on new draft Article 13 on
“Consul tations of H gh Contracting Parties” and on new draft Article 14 on
“Conpliance”. The |eaders of the delegations of India and the United Ki ngdom
were entrusted with the task of undertaking consultati ons on new draft
Article 12 on “Protection fromthe effects of nminefields, mned areas,
booby-traps and ot her devices”.

31. At the 12th plenary neeting, on 30 April 1996, the President presented
to the Conference the amended Protocol |1 and the Techni cal Annex

(doc. CCWCONF. 1/ CRP.19), which also incorporated the results of the
consultations of the Friends of the Chair. At the sane neeting, the
Conference agreed to transmt it to the Drafting Conmittee for its

consi deration on the understanding that this did not commt any delegation to
t he amended Protocol .

32. Main Committee 11l held five neetings from 26 Septenber

to 6 Cctober 1995 and subnitted its report (CCWOONF. 1/4) to the Conference at
its 7th neeting, on 12 Cctober 1995, annexed to which was the draft text of
the Protocol on Blinding Laser Weapons. At the sane neeting, the Conference
took note of this report and decided to transmt it to the Drafting Commttee
for its consideration.

33. The Credentials Committee held three neetings during the first phase of
t he Conference between 28 Septenber and 11 Qctober 1995 and subnmitted its
report (CCWOONF.1/6*) as orally anended, to the Conference at its

8th neeting, on 13 Cctober 1995. At the same neeting, the Conference took
note of this report. During the second resuned session, the Credentials
Committee held three neetings, between 24 April 1996 and 2 May 1996 and
subnmitted its report (CCWCOONF. 1/CC 1) to the Conference at its 13th neeting.
At its 14th neeting, the Conference approved the report of the Commttee and
adopted the draft resolution contained therein.
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34. The Drafting Conmittee held one nmeeting on 12 Cctober 1995. The
Chairman of the Drafting Committee presented an oral report on the work of the
Commttee during the first phase of the Conference at the 8th plenary neeting,
on 13 Cctober 1995. During the second resuned session, the Drafting Committee
hel d one neeting on 30 April 1996 and two neetings on 1 May 1996. The
Chairman of the Conmttee made an oral report to the Conference at its

13th neeting. At the same neeting, the Conference took note of this report.

V. Docunent ati on

35. A list of the docunents of the Conference is contained in part Il of the
present docunent.

Vi, Deci si ons and recomendat i ons

36. At its 8th plenary neeting, on 13 Cctober 1995, the Conference, by
consensus, adopted the text of the Protocol on Blinding Laser VWapons
(Protocol 1V) (CCWQONF.1/7) which is annexed to this docunent (Annex A). n
12 Decenber 1995, the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations, in accordance
with his function as depositary of the Convention and its Protocols,
circulated Protocol IV to all States.

37. At its ... plenary neeting, on ... May, the Conference ... the anended
Protocol Il on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of M nes, Booby-Traps
and G her Devices which is annexed to the present docunent (Annex B).

38. At the tinme of adoption of the amended Protocol 11, a nunber of States
Parties nade statenments with regard to the provisions of this Protocol. Those
statenments are reflected in the summary records of the neeting.

39. At the sane neeting, the Conference ... the Final Declaration of the
Revi ew Conference, which is annexed to the present docurent (Annex C).

40. A so at the sanme neeting, the Conference ... its final report.
41. The Conference recomends the Protocol on Blinding Laser Wapons
(Protocol 1V) and Protocol Il on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of

M nes, Booby-Traps and Ot her Devices, as anended on 3 May 1996, to States
Parties with a viewto achieving the early entry into force of those
instruments and the wi dest possible adherence to them The Conference further
recommends to all States that have not yet done so to take all necessary
nmeasures to becone parties, as soon as possible, to the Convention, including
Protocol I, Protocol 111, Protocol IV and Protocol Il as amended on

3 May 1996.
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TO THE CONVENTION ON PROHIBITION OR 1 May 1996
RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE Qiginal: ENGISH

DEEMED TO BE EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS
OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS

Second resuned session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

REPORT OF MAIN COW TTEE |

1. The Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional VWapons Wi ch
May be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects,
at its first plenary nmeeting, on 25 Septenber 1995, decided to entrust Min
Conmittee | with the mandate to “revi ew the scope and operation of the
Convention and its annexed Protocols, to consider any proposal relating to the
Convention and to prepare and consider the final docunents.”

2. The Committee held eight formal neetings and a nunber of i nformnal
nmeetings from28 Septenber to 13 Cctober 1995, under the Chairmanshi p of
Anbassador Ti bor Téth of Hungary. Anbassador Jaap Ramaker of the Netherl ands
served as Vice-Chairman of the Commttee. During the period 25 Septenber

to 13 Cctober 1995, Ms. Hannel ore Hoppe, Senior Political Affairs Oficer of
the United Nations Centre for Disarnanent Affairs, served as Secretary of the
Comm ttee.

3. In the course of its consideration of itens 13 and 14, respectively, of
t he agenda of the Review Conference, entitled “Review of the scope of
operation of the Convention and its annexed Protocol s” and “Consi deration of
any proposal for the Convention and its existing Protocols”, the Conmmttee had
before it the follow ng docunents:

CCWCQONF. I/ MC 1/ CRP. 1 Conpi | ati on of proposal s
CCWQCONF. I/ MC. 1/ CRP. 2 Conpi | ati on of proposal s
CCWCQONF. I/ MC. I/ CRP. 3 Conpi | ati on of proposal s
CCWCONF. I/ MC. I/ CRP. 4
and Rev.1 Draft Final Declaration
CCWCQONF. I/ MC. I/ CRP. 5 Draft Report of Main Commttee |
4. In the course of its deliberations in Vienna, the Commttee had before

it a nunber of proposals regarding the review of the scope and operation of
the Convention and its annexed Protocols as well as proposals for amendnents
of the Convention. At its sixth meeting on 11 Qctober 1995, the Chairman of
the Commttee submtted a paper (CCWOONF. I/ MC. I/CRP. 4 and Rev.1) with a view
to reachi ng consensus on a draft Final Declaration of the Conference.
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5. At its 8th neeting on 11 Cctober 1995, the Committee decided to subnit,
for further consideration by the Conference, the draft Final Declaration which
was | ater issued as docunent CCWCONF. I/WP. 1 dated 11 Cctober 1995.

6. During the Second Resuned Session held in Geneva from 22 April

to 3 May 1996 the Commttee held nine additional formal neetings and a

consi der abl e nunber of informal neetings and private consul tations.

Anbassador Ti bor Téth of Hungary continued as Chairman of the Committee.

M. M adimr Bogonolov, Political Affairs Oficer of the United Nations Centre
for Disarmanent Affairs, served as Secretary of the Commttee.

7. During the Second Resuned Session, the Conmttee continued consideration
of the Draft Final Declaration CCWCOONF. I/WP.1 with the viewto its
finalization. 1In the course of its deliberations the Conmttee had before it

a nunber of proposals related to the Draft Final Declaration and Protocol II
as presented in the follow ng docunents:

CCWCONF. I/ MC. 1/ CRP. 6 Conpi | ation of Proposals for the Final
Decl arati on Concerning Protocol |1
COWCONF. I /MC T/ CRP. 7 Addi tional Conpilation of Proposals for the
Fi nal Decl aration Concerning Protocol 11
CCWCONF. I/ MC. 1/ CRP. 8 Conpi | ation of Proposals for the Final
Decl arati on
COWCONF. I /MC I/ CRP. 9 Conpi | ation of Proposals for the Final
Decl arati on
CCW CONF. I/ MC. I/ CRP. 10 Conpi | ation of Proposals for the Final
Decl arati on
CCOWCONF. I/ MC. 1/ CRP. 11 Conpi | ation of Proposals for the Final
Decl arati on
CCWQCONF. I/ MC. 1/ CRP. 12 Draft Report of Main Commttee |
8. At its 9th neeting on 1 May 1996, the Committee adopted the draft report

(CCWCONF. I /MC 1/ CRP.12) as well as the Draft Final Declaration
(CCWCONF. | /WP. |1 / Rev. 1) and recomrended t hese docunents for the approval and
adopti on by the Conference.
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Second resuned session
Ceneva, 22 April-3 May 1996
Report of the Drafting Conmittee
1. I am pl eased on behalf of the Drafting Conmttee to report to you,
M. President that the Committee is able to present the agreed results of its

work to this Plenary for further action.

2. In doing so there are two comrents | should nmake in ny capacity as
Chai r man:

(a) Article 10 (3)

Several del egati ons considered that the drafting of this paragraph
should be clarified without altering its substance; a small group of
del egations consulted on this natter but it was concluded that such a
redrafting without altering substance was unfortunately not possible,
certainly in the time avail able; thus, while several delegations continue to
have reservations on the drafting of this paragraph, it was finally agreed to
i ncl ude the paragraph as is.

(b) Article 8:

During the Drafting Committee's work on this Article the Del egation of
Paki stan pointed out that it had difficulties with this provision. M
understanding is that these difficulties have now been resol ved.

3. As a further point, M. President, I wish to point out that during our
review of the results of the Drafting Committee's work it had been noted that
several textual corrections were not nade; translation questions are al so

bei ng addressed; the Legal Adviser and the Secretariat are ensuring that all
these final corrections - which are not substantive - will be nade. My I
al so add, M. President, that | understand the |anguage versions wll be
avail able in the near future. The Secretary-GCGeneral of the Conference may
have additional information in this regard.

4. In addition, M. President, the title formulation for the anended
Protocol approved by the Drafting Committee on 1 May was subsequently amended
on 2 May during consideration of our Final Report in the informal plenary
under your Presidency. The Secretariat will be circulating an amended version
of page 1 of docunent CCW CONF. 1/14.

5. In conclusion, M. President, | wish to thank all delegations for their
positive spirit of cooperation during the Drafting Commttee' s work.
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Second resuned session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 1996

Report of the Credentials Conmittee

1. Rule 4 of the Rules of Procedure of the Review Conference of the States
Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of

Certai n Conventi onal Weapons Wi ch May Be Deenmed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects provides that:

“1. There shall be a Oedentials Commttee of five nenbers
el ected by the Conference on the proposal of the President.

‘2. The Oredentials Commttee shall exam ne the credentials of
representatives and report to the Conference.”

2. I n accordance with the above-menti oned Rule, the Conference, at its
first phase held in Vienna from25 Septenber to 13 Cctober 1995, on the
proposal of the President, appointed the follow ng countries as nenbers of the
Credentials Committee: Belgium China, Finland, Pakistan and Pol and.

3. At that sane neeting, in accordance with Rule 6 of its Rul es of
Procedure, the Conference unani nously el ected Professor Zdzislaw Gl i cki

(Pol and) as Chairman of the Credentials Committee and Anbassador Baron Al ain
Quil laune (Bel gium) as Vice-Chairnman of the Coommttee. M. Cheryl H Stoute
Political Affairs Oficer of the United Nations Centre for D sarnanent
Affairs, served as Secretary of the Conmttee. The Bureau and menbers of the
Conmmi ttee remai ned unchanged during the three sessions of the Review

Conf er ence.

4. The Oredentials Committee decided that, at the first resuned session,
held in Geneva from15 to 19 January 1996, States Parties woul d not be
required to submt formal credentials. It was also decided that, at the

second resuned session and final phase of the Review Conference, those States
whi ch had in the meanti ne beconme Parties to the Convention and those whi ch had
different heads of del egati on woul d have to submt new credentials to the
Secretary-CGeneral of the Review Conference (see doc. CCWCONF. 1/ 6* for details
of the Vienna session).

5. The Commttee held its 1st and 2nd neetings on 24 and 30 April 1996,
respectively, to exanine the credentials received as of those dates. The
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Committee had before it two nenoranda of the sane dates fromthe

Acting Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference, Ms. Hannel ore Hoppe, Senior
Political Affairs Oficer of the United Nations Centre for D sarnanent
Affairs, containing information on the status of the credentials of the
representatives of the States Parties attending the Conference. Pursuant to
Rule 4 of the Rules of Procedure, the Chairnan, on behalf of the Committee,
reported to the General Conmittee on the status of the credentials of the
States parti es.

6. Noting the information contained in the nmenoranda of the Acting
Secretary-CGeneral, the Commttee requested the Chairman to invite those States
parties that had not yet done so to submt to the Secretary-General of the
Conference the credentials of their representatives in accordance with Rule 3
of the Rules of Procedure. The Chairman decided that he woul d contact those
States directly to remind themof the terns of Rule 3 regarding the
presentation of their credentials.

7. At its 3rd neeting, on 2 May, the Acting Secretary-General nade an oral
report to the Commttee, which also had before it her nenorandum of the sane
date giving current information on the status of the credentials of
representatives of States parties participating in the Conference.

8. Havi ng exam ned the infornation contained in the Acting
Secretary-Ceneral's three nmenoranda, as well as the docunentati on received
from States parties and States not parties to the Convention, the Conmttee
noted that as of 2 May 1996:

l. States Parties

(a) Formal credentials in due form as provided for by Rule 3 of the
Rul es of Procedure, had been communi cated to the Secretary-General of the
Conference for representatives fromthe following States parties:

Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belarus, Belgium Brazil, Bulgaria,
Canada, Oroatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland,
France, CGermany, G eece, Hungary, India, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Lao Peopl e's Denocratic Republic, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Mexico,

Mongol i a, Net herl ands, New Zeal and, Norway, Pakistan, Pol and, Romani a,
Russi an Federation, Slovakia, Sl ovenia, South Africa, Spain, Sweden,
Swi tzerland, Tunisia, Wkraine, United Kingdomof Geat Britain and
Northern Ireland and United States of America;

(b) Provi sional credentials of the representatives of the follow ng
States parties had been communi cated to the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Conf er ence:

China, Quba, Quatenala, Jordan, Malta and U uguay.
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Il. States not parties

The following States not parties to the Convention, which had been anmong
those invited as observers, had accredited their representatives:

(a) Signatories: Afghanistan, Egypt, |celand, Luxenbourg, Morocco,
Phi |i ppi nes, Portugal, Sudan, Turkey and Vi et Nam

(b) Non-si gnatories: Al geria, Angola, Armenia, Bolivia, Burundi,
Canbodi a, Chile, Colonbia, E Salvador, Ethiopia, Holy See, Honduras,
I ndonesia, Iran (Islamc Republic of), Mdzanbi que, Peru, Republic of Korea,
Si ngapore, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Union of Mannar, Venezuela, Zanbia
and Zi nbabwe.

9. O the proposal of the Chairnman, the Conmttee agreed to accept the
credentials of those States Parties referred to in paragraph 8 I (a) and (b)
above, on the understanding that the originals of the credentials of the
representatives of those States referred to in paragraph 8 I (b) woul d be
subnmitted as soon as possible, in accordance with Rule 3 of the Rules of
Procedure.

10. In view of the foregoing, the present report is submtted to the
Conf er ence.

RECOMVENDATI ON OF THE CREDENTI ALS COW TTEE

11. The Oredentials Commttee recomrends to the Conference the adoption of
the follow ng draft resol ution:

“Report of the Credentials Committee to the Review Conference of the

States Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on

the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons which May Be Deened to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects”

“The Revi ew Conference of the States Parties to the Convention on

Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional

Weapons Which May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
I ndi scrininate Effects,

“Having considered the report of the Gredentials Conmittee and the
recomrendat i on contai ned therein,

“Approves the report of the Oredentials Commttee.”
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RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF CERTAIN o
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Vi enna, 25 Septenber - 13 Cctober 1995

SUMVARY RECCRD OF THE 1st MEETI NG

Hel d at the Austria Center Vienna,
on Monday, 25 Septenber 1995, at 3 p.m

Acting President: M. d ACOVELLI (Director-Ceneral,
United Nations Ofice in Vienna, and
representative of the Secretary-Ceneral)

Presi dent: M. MILANDER (Sweden)

CONTENTS
CPENI NG OF THE CONFERENCE BY THE CHAI RVAN OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS
TO PREPARE THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON ON
PRCH BI TI ONS CR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL VWEAPONS VWA CH
MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJUR QUS OR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS
SUBM SSI ON OF THE FI NAL REPCRT OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS
STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATI VE CF THE SECRETARY- GENERAL
ELECTI ON OF THE PRESI DENT OF THE CONFERENCE

ADCPTI ON OF THE AGENDA

This record is subject to correction.

Corrections should be submtted in one of the working | anguages. They
shoul d be set forth in a menorandum and al so incorporated in a copy of the
record. They shoul d be sent within one week of the date of distribution of

this docunent to the Chief, Translation and Editorial Service, room D0710,
Vienna International Centre.

Any corrections to the records of this meeting and of other neetings of
the Conference will be consolidated in a single corrigendum to be issued
shortly after the end of the Conference.
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ADCPTI ON OF THE RULES OF PROCEDURE
CONFI RVATI ON OF THE NOM NATI ON OF THE SECRETARY- GENERAL OF THE CONFERENCE
ELECTI ON OF VI CE- PRESI DENTS OF THE REVI EW CONFERENCE, CHAI RVEN AND
VI CE- CHAl RVEN OF THE DRAFTI NG COW TTEE, THE CREDENTI ALS COW TTEE AND THE
MAI N COW TTEES
ADCPTI ON OF ARRANGEMENTS FOR MEETI NG THE CCSTS OF THE CONFERENCE

APPO NTMENT OF THE CREDENTI ALS COW TTEE

ORGANI ZATI ON OF WORK | NCLUDI NG THAT OF THE SUBSI DI ARY BCDI ES OF THE CONFERENCE
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The neeting was called to order at 3.30 p.m

OPENI NG CF THE CONFERENCE BY THE CHAI RVAN OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS
TO PREPARE THE REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE STATES PARTI ES TO THE CONVENTI ON ON
PROHI BI TI ONS OR RESTRI CTI ONS ON THE USE OF CERTAI N CONVENTI ONAL WEAPONS WHI CH
MAY BE DEEMED TO BE EXCESSI VELY | NJURI QUS OR TO HAVE | NDI SCRI M NATE EFFECTS

1. M. MILANDER (Sweden), Chairman of the Group of Governnental Experts,
decl ared open the Review Conference of the States Parties to the Conventi on on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional VWapons Wi ch
May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects
(CCW Conventi on).

SUBM SSI ON OF THE FI NAL REPORT OF THE GROUP OF GOVERNMENTAL EXPERTS

2. M. MILANDER (Sweden), Chairnman of the Group of Governnental Experts,
said that at the request of the States Parties and pursuant to Genera
Assenbly resol ution 48/ 79, the Secretary-Ceneral had convened a G oup of
CGovernnental Experts open to all Menber States of the United Nations to
prepare the Review Conference of the CCWConvention. The Goup had held four
two-week sessions in CGeneva and at its |ast session had adopted the report
contained in docunent CCWCONF.1/1. There were five annexes to the report;
annex | contained the Chairman's so-called rolling text, reflecting the state
of negotiations on a revised version of Protocol Il to the Convention;

annex 11, a proposal for a new protocol on blinding weapons; annex |11, draft
rul es of procedure; annex 1V, a draft provisional agenda; and annex V, the
progress reports of the 1st, 2nd and 3rd sessions of the G oup of Experts.

3. The G oup had concentrated its efforts on revising the text of

Protocol Il on | andm nes, boobytraps and ot her devices. Al though negotiations
had often proved difficult, consensus had energed on a nunber of inportant
issues. First, the scope of Protocol Il should be extended to cover conflicts
of a non-international character. Second, anti-personnel |andm nes which

were not easily detectable and renotel y-delivered m nes which were not

sel f-destructing should be banned. Articles 3 and 4 of the Chairman's rolling
text reflected the desire of States Parties to further restrict the use of
non-sel f-destructing or non-self-neutralizing anti-personnel mnes and to nake
the responsibility of mne-laying parties unanbi guous. Provision was al so
made for new obligations ainmed at protecting United Nations forces and
mssions as well as the International Commttee of the Red Goss (I CRC) and

ot her hunani tari an organi zations fromthe effects of mnefields and m ned
areas. Considerable work had been done with a viewto refining and updating
article 2 on definitions and the Technical Annex to the Protocol.

4. Wil e a nunber of del egations had wi shed to go further and ban all use
of anti-personnel |andm nes, there seened to be an understandi ng on the extent
to which the technical parts of the Protocol could be reinforced and on the
need for strengthened provisions on technical cooperation and assistance in

m ne cl earance. The various proposals on those subjects were refl ected under
article 9 bis of the rolling text and renained to be consol i dat ed.
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5. There had been | ess agreenent on other issues covered in the rolling
text. For instance, the proposal contained in article 6 ter to include a
provision in the Protocol on transfers of mnes required further negotiation.
Mor eover, despite considerabl e di scussion on transparency, verification and
conpl i ance, no agreenent had been reached on whether to include the concept of
verification in the Protocol. Views had also differed as to how the various
proposal s on those issues should relate to each other. It had finally been
agreed to forward to the Revi ew Conference three separate proposals, which
were set out as alternatives A, Band Cin appendix | of the rolling text. A
nunber of proposal s had been put forward during di scussions on Protocol 11 on
such matters as entry into force, denunciation and periodicity of review
neetings. Since they in fact related to the Conventi on proper, they had been
listed separately in appendix |1

6. Al t hough inportant progress had been made on nany aspects of

Protocol I, the Goup of CGovernnental Experts had been unable to resolve al
i ssues. Probably a nore political atmosphere, such as was provided by the
Revi ew Conf erence, would be required to achi eve consensus on all matters, in
particul ar transfers and verification, by consolidating the detail ed work
carried out by the G oup.

7. Some tine had al so been devoted to the issue of blinding | aser weapons.
The draft text for a fourth protocol on blindi ng weapons, contained in
annex Il of the report, had been the subject of broad consul tations and

di scussions. However, it did not conmmt any del egation at the present stage.
Article 1 dealt with the enpl oynment of |aser beans to cause permanent

bli ndness as a nethod of warfare. Article 2 was intended to prohibit the

enpl oynent of | aser weapons primarily designed to blind. Article 3 woul d nake
exceptions for the incidental or collateral effects of |aser beans on the
battl efi el d.

8. Regardi ng the financial arrangenents for the Revi ew Conference

the G oup had adopted the estimated costs contai ned i n docunent
CCWCONF. |/ &H/ 22/ Rev. 1. Its recomrendati ons for the rules of procedure

and agenda were before the Conference. Under the draft rules of procedure,
representatives of organi zati ons havi ng been granted observer status in

the United Nations, of United Nations organs, related agencies or other

i ntergovernmental organizations as well as the International Commttee of
the Red Gross, would be allowed to participate in the deliberations of the
Conference and its subsidiary bodi es as observers. Furthernore, in accordance
with rule 49, non-governnental organizations would be able to designate
representatives to attend public neetings of the Conference and its Min
Commttees. Upon the invitation of the presiding officer of the plenary and
subj ect to the approval of that body, representatives of such organi zati ons
woul d al so be able to nake oral statenents relating to i ssues on which they
had speci al conpetence.

9. I'n conclusion, he conveyed his thanks to the del egati ons participating
in the Goup of Covernnental Experts, in particular to the two Vi ce-Chairmen
and the Secretariat for the constructive working at nosphere maintained

t hroughout its deliberations.
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STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATI VE OF THE SECRETARY- GENERAL

10. The ACTI NG PRESIDENT , speaking as representative of the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, wel comed del egates to the Review
Conf erence, which was a major event in the common endeavour to prohibit or
restrict the use of certain conventional weapons which m ght be deened

to be excessively injurious or to have indiscrimnate effects. The
Secretary-CGeneral attached great inportance to the international community's
efforts to solve the | andm ne probl em as he had enphasized in his suppl enent
to An Agenda for Peace. The proliferation of |andm nes created dramatic
situations in a nunber of countries and endangered the lives of mllions of
indi vidual s, and the ideal mght be a total ban on such weapons. The Revi ew
Conference faced a daunting task in striking a bal ance between what was
desirabl e and what was practicable. It was to be hoped that it would reach
agreenent on new and effective provisions to prevent any further proliferation
and indiscrimnate use of landmnes as well as the devel opment of other types
of inhumane weapons. It was regrettable that technol ogical progress led to
situations which were dangerous and an affront to humanity. He w shed

del egates every success in their work, assuring themof the full support of
the staff of the United Nations Ofice at Vienna.

ELECTI ON OF THE PRESI DENT OF THE CONFERENCE

11. The ACTING PRESIDENT said that, at its final session in January 1995,
the G oup of Governmental Experts had decided to recommend to the Review
Conference the election of M. Ml ander (Sweden) as President. He would take
it that the Conference wi shed to endorse that reconmrendation.

12. M. Mol ander (Sweden) was el ected President of the Conference by
accl amation .

13. M. Ml ander (Sweden) took the Chair

ADOPTI ON OF THE AGENDA

14, The PRESIDENT said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that
t he Conference wi shed to adopt the agenda contained in annex IV to the fina
report of the G oup of Governnental Experts, now issued with appropriate
annot at i ons as docurent CCW CONF. I/ 2.

15. The agenda was adopt ed

ADOPTI ON CF THE RULES OF PROCEDURE

16. The PRESIDENT said that, at its final neeting, the Goup of Covernnental
Experts had approved the draft rules of procedure contained in annex |11 of

its final report (CCWCONF.1/1). However, on the basis of consultations

hel d the previous day, he would take it that the Conference w shed to

revise rules 6 and 10 to reflect the agreenent to increase the nunber of
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Vice-Presidents fromnine to ten and to allow the participation of the
Vice-Chairnmen of the three Main Committees, the Drafting Coomittee and the
Credentials Committee in the work of the General Committee.

17. It was so decided .

18. The rules of procedure, as anended, were adopted

CONFI RMATI ON OF THE NOM NATI ON OF THE SECRETARY- GENERAL OF THE CONFERENCE

19. The PRESIDENT said that, at its final neeting, the Goup of Covernnental
Experts had decided to invite the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations to
nonm nate an official to act as provisional Secretary-Ceneral of the Review
Conference. By a letter dated 21 February 1995, the Secretary- CGeneral

of the United Nations had acceded to the Goup's further request that

M. Sohrab Kheradi, Deputy Director of the Centre for D sarmament Affairs and
Secretary of the Goup of Governnental Experts, should be appointed to that
posi tion.

20. M. Kheradi was confirnmed as Secretary-Ceneral of the Review Conference

ELECTI ON OF VI CE- PRESI DENTS OF THE REVI EW CONFERENCE, CHAI RVEN AND
VI CE- CHAI RVEN OF THE DRAFTI NG COW TTEE, THE CREDENTI ALS COW TTEE AND THE
MAI N COW TTEES

21. The PRESIDENT said that according to rule 6 of the rules of procedure,
as anended, the Conference was to elect 10 Vice-Presidents as well as a
Chairman and a Vi ce-Chairman for each of the three Main Committees, the
Drafting Commttee and the Oredentials Commttee. Rule 6 further stipul ated
that such officers should be el ected so as to ensure the representative
character of the General Committee provided for under rule 10.

22. Turning to the election of the Vice-Presidents of the Conference,

he said that the candidates for the 10 posts were as follows: Russian
Federati on, Slovakia and Wkraine (Goup of Eastern and Central European
States); India, Mexico and Tunisia (Goup of Non-aligned and G her States);
Austria, France and the United States of America (G oup of Wstern European
and G her States); China. |f he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Conference wi shed to elect the Vice-Presidents fromthe countries |isted.

23. Austria, China, France, India, Mxico, Russian Federation, Sl ovakia,
Tunisia, Wkkraine and the United States of America were elected Vice-Presidents

of the Revi ew Conference

24. The PRESIDENT said that he had received the followi ng nomnations for
the office of Chairman of each of the three Main Coomttees, the Drafting
Commttee and the Credentials Conmittee: M. Toth (Hungary), Main
Commttee I; M. Mrales (Quba), Main Commttee I1; M. Hoffnmann (Cernany),
Main Committee I11; M. Mher (Canada), the Drafting Committee; and

M. @Glicki (Poland), the Credentials Conmttee.

- 292 -



CCWCONF. 1/ SR 1
page 7

25. M. Toth (Hungary)., M. Mrales (Quba), M. Hoffrmann (Gernany),
M. ©Mher (Canada) and M. Galicki (Poland) were el ected Chairnen of Min
Comittee |, Main Commttee |1, Main Commttee Ill, the Drafting Committee and

the Cedentials Committee respectively by acclanation

26. The PRESIDENT said that he had received the foll owing nom nations for
the office of Vice-Chairnman of each of the three Main Committees, the Drafting
Commttee and the Credentials Conmittee: M. Ramaker (Netherlands), Min
Committee I; M. Starr (Australia), Main Commttee Il; M. Poptchev
(Bulgaria), Main Conmittee Ill; M. Jabeur (Tunisia), the Drafting Commttee;
and Baron Alan Quillaume (Belgiun), the Oredentials Commttee.

27. M. Ramaker (Netherlands), M. Starr (Australia), M. Poptchev
(Bulgaria), M. Jabeur (Tunisia) and Baron Alan Quillaune (Belgium were
elected Vice-Chairnen of Main Conmttee |, Main Commttee IIl, Miin
Conmittee |11, the Drafting Commttee and the Oredentials Commttee
respectively by acclanation

ADOPTI ON OF ARRANGEMENTS FOR MEETI NG THE COSTS COF THE CONFERENCE

28. The PRESIDENT , drawing attention to the final report of the Goup of
CGovernnental Experts, which at its |ast session had adopted the cost estimates
for the Conference (CCWCQONF. I/ GE 22/ Rev. 1), said that, owi ng to subsequent
devel opnents, those estimates needed to be revised. Additional costs would be
incurred for the use of conference facilities at the Austria Center during

the period between 25 and 28 Septenber. The actual expenditures woul d be
apportioned anong the participants at the time of the final billing, when the
total amount had been recorded. |In accordance with rule 16 of the rules of
procedure, the costs of the Conference would be met by the States parties

to the Convention participating in the Conference in accordance with the
United Nations scal e of assessnent, adjusted to take into account differences
bet ween the United Nations Menbership and the participation of States parties
in the Conference. States which were not States parties to the Convention and
whi ch accepted the invitation to take part in the Conference would share in
the costs to the extent of their respective rates of assessnent under the
United Nations scale. In a note verbale dated 5 Septenber 1995 fromthe
Secretariat, all States concerned had been duly notified of their assessed
share of the estinated costs of the Conference. Those costs had been
estimated on the basis of past experience and the expected workl oad, and

their actual anount woul d be determ ned after the close of the Conference,
when the exact workl oad woul d be known. At that time, any adjustrent to

the contributions fromthe participants sharing the costs woul d be nmade
accordi ngly.

29. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Conference wi shed to
adopt those arrangenents.

30. It was so decided .
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APPO NTMENT OF THE CREDENTI ALS COW TTEE

31. The PRESIDENT said that, in accordance with rule 4 of the rules of
procedure, the Credentials Conmittee would consist of five nmenbers el ected
by the Conference on the proposal of the President. The Chairnman and
Vice-Chairman of the Gredentials Conmittee having just been el ected, he
proposed China, Finland and Paki stan as the three remai ni ng nmenbers.

32. China, Finland and Paki stan were el ected nenbers of the Credentials
Conmittee .

ORGANI ZATI ON OF WORK | NCLUDI NG THAT OF THE SUBSI DI ARY BODI ES OF THE CONFERENCE

33. The PRESIDENT said that he believed fromhis consultations that there
was agreenent anong States parties to proceed with the distribution of work
anmong the three Main Conmttees in accordance with the proposals contained in
par agraph 11 of docunment CCWCONF.1/2. Accordingly, Main Commttee | woul d
revi ew the scope and operation of the Convention and its annexed Protocol s,
consi der any proposals relating to the Convention, and prepare and consi der
the final docunents; Main Commttee Il woul d consider any proposal relating to
the Protocols annexed to the Convention; and Main Conmttee Il woul d consider
proposal s for additional Protocols to the Convention.

34. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Conference agreed
with the distribution of work just outlined.

35. It was so decided .

36. The PRESIDENT rem nded participants that, pursuant to rules 44 and 45 of
the rul es of procedure, plenary neetings and neetings of the Main Conmttees
woul d be held in public, unless the body concerned deci ded ot herw se, and, as
a general rule, neetings of other commttees and working groups woul d be held
in private.

37. Referring to the proposed programme of work (CCWCONF. |/INF. 2/ Rev. 1), he
said that the Conference would devote four plenary nmeetings to the high-Ileve
segnent of the general exchange of views. Nunerous requests had al so been
recei ved from non-governnental organi zati ons wi shing to nake oral statenents
on questions in which they had special conpetence. He would therefore
propose, pursuant to paragraph 2 of rule 49 of the rules of procedure, that
representatives of such organi zations be invited to make oral statenents, for
whi ch one plenary neeting had been set aside. It was also his intention to
convene additional plenary neetings if and when appropriate.

38. Regardi ng the schedul e of work of the three Main Conmittees, it was
suggested that they hold neetings begi nning on 26 Septenber, i.e. at least in
part simltaneously with the plenary meetings. During the remainder of the
Conference it would be possible to hold two parallel neetings with ful

servi ces.
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39. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Conference w shed to
proceed accordingly, on the understandi ng that the programme of work m ght be
amended subsequentl|y.

40. It was so deci ded

41. M. KHERADI (Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference) said that he had
recei ved a nenorandumfromthe Chief of the Translation and Editorial Service
United Nations Ofice at Vienna, stating that, pursuant to nmeasures introduced
by the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations to conserve funds, additiona
translators fromtwo | anguage sections woul d not be rel eased by the

United Nations Ofice at Geneva for assignnent to the Conference unti
clarification had been received fromUnited Nati ons Headquarters. If the

deci sion was del ayed or negative, it would significantly affect the capacity
of the Translation and Editorial Service to process the docunentation for the
Conf er ence.

42. Furthernore, instructions had been received fromUnited Nations
Headquarters to the effect that the econony neasures introduced with regard to
regul ar budget activities would also apply to activities financed through
extrabudgetary funds. Witten confirmation that overtine and other costs
relating to work outside regular hours would be financed fromthe Conference
budget was therefore requested.

43. He woul d do everything possible to facilitate the procedures involved so
that no undue or unnecessary inconveni ence was caused to the Conference.

44, The PRESIDENT said that the matter shoul d be di scussed at some point in
the General Committee.

The neeting rose at 4.25 p. m
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This record is subject to correction

Corrections should be submtted in one of the working | anguages. They
shoul d be set forth in a menorandum and al so incorporated in a copy of the
record. They shoul d be sent within one week of the date of distribution of

this docunent to the Chief, Translation and Editorial Service, room D0710,
Vienna International Centre.

Any corrections to the records of this meeting and of other neetings of
the Conference will be consolidated in a single corrigendum to be issued
shortly after the end of the Conference.
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The neeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m

MESSAGE FROM THE SECRETARY- GENERAL OF THE UNI TED NATI ONS

1. M. BOQUTROS-GHALI (Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations) addressing
the Conference via a video message, said that nore than 20,000 human bei ngs
were killed or wounded by | andm nes each year, nost of them non-conbatants.
About 100, 000 | andm nes were cl eared each year and between two and five
mllion others laid. At the current clearance rates, the internationa
community would be clearing mines well into the third mllenniumand, in the
nmeantime, several mllion people woul d have been wounded or killed. Wile the
present Conference was goi ng on, sone 1,600 people would have fallen victimto
| andm nes. Landm nes nust be elinmnated once and for all! Their use and
producti on nust be banned and those stockpiled nmust be destroyed.

2. To prevent further proliferation, the General Assenbly had called for a
noratori umon exports, a call that had been heeded by several countries. The

Conf erence should ban the transfer of |andm nes prohibited under Protocol |

to the CCW Convention and the transfer of |andmnes to non-State entities and

to all States not parties to the Convention. Such measures, incorporated into
Protocol 11, would constitute considerable progress towards a total ban on

| andm nes. Those neasures shoul d be enacted by the Conference with a viewto

the eventual elimnation of all |andm nes.

3. Such a ban on | andm nes should apply in all circunstances, should
protect humanitarian personnel working in mned areas and should be verified
through an effective regine enacted nmultilaterally. As proposed by severa
States, the United Nations could assune a role in verifying conpliance with
the Convention and its Protocols, should it be asked to do so by the
Conf er ence.

4. But even the adoption of an effective protocol on |andm nes woul d not by
itself be enough: it nust be universally adopted. He therefore reiterated
his appeal to States not parties to the Convention to becone parties and

t hanked those States that had al ready heeded his call

5. The review process woul d al so cover other weapon systens whose use m ght
be deened to be excessively injurious or to have indiscrimnate effects.
Proposal s had been advanced to prohibit the production and use of |aser
weapons primarily designed to cause pernmanent blindness. He urged the

Conf erence permanently to ban the production and use of such weapons before
they becane a reality, since their proliferation could have terrible
consequences, particularly in the hands of terrorists. No nation alone could
prevent the existence of mnefields or the deployment of inhumane weapons, but
all nations united with a single purpose could make the world nore secure for
generations to cone.
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GENERAL EXCHANGE OF VI EWs

6. The PRESIDENT , after expressing his gratitude for the confidence pl aced
in him said that he was sure the Conference woul d achi eve results that woul d
strengt hen the Convention. He wel coned the presence of representatives of
sone 50 non-governmental organi zations, including victinms of |andm nes and
others who risked their lives to clear mnes or dedicated thenselves to the
rehabilitation of victins and stinulating public awareness. Their views m ght
not al ways coincide with those of Covernments, but their experience and
participation woul d be valuable. At the sane time, no rule concerning the

| aws of war woul d be upheld unless it struck a bal ance between mlitary

requi renents and hunanitarian concerns.

7. A dem ner recently returned from Canbodi a had asked whet her the noney
spent on the present Conference would not be better spent on clearing nnes.
How was such a question to be answered? Basically, what was the rea

rel evance of humanitarian |aw? He was convinced that the idea of limts and
restraints in the exercise of force, even in war, was deeply rooted in the
hurman being. It was reflected in every culture and every religion and some
rules were very old. Mdern humanitarian | aw was based on the 1868

St. Petersburg Declaration, which distinguished between civilians and

conbat ants, established the principle of proportionality and prohibited
weapons causi ng superfluous injury or unnecessary suffering. The sane basic
principles remained the core of all subsequent instrunents of humanitarian
law, including the present Convention, which strove to apply the sane rules to
speci fi ¢ weapons.

8. Contrary to the opinion of sceptics, there was nmuch evi dence that
humani tari an | aw had i nfluenced the conduct of armed conflict by conferring a
degree of authority and observance on common human val ues. Prisoners of war
had been spared, hospitals left unharmed and torturers prosecuted. However,
the present Convention had two major deficiencies: it was adhered to by only
sone 50 States and it did not apply to internal conflicts.

9. Anti - personnel | andm nes struck blindly and went on killing long after
hostilities were over, even during the subsequent process of peace-buil ding
and devel oprment. Sone peopl e argued that anti-personnel |andm nes were

i nherently indiscrimnate weapons and shoul d be banned, while others held
that, when properly and responsibly used, they were necessary and legitinmate
weapons of self-defence. The fact remained that in recent conflicts

anti - personnel | andm nes al ways seened to have been abused.

10. The Conference had before it a set of proposals ainmed at strengtheni ng
the rules on the use of landmnes, in particular anti-personnel |andmnes. It
was expected to adopt rules that would contribute to the General Assenbly's
goal of eventually banning anti-personnel |andmnes. It also had before it a
proposal to prohibit blinding weapons. The adoption of such a ban would be in
keeping with the intentions of the original drafters of 1980, who had drafted
a Convention structured so that new protocols could be attached to it to

keep pace with mlitary technology. In discussing a fourth protocol, the
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Conference would be fulfilling an obligation under article 36 of Additiona
Protocol I, to the 1949 Geneva Conventions, to test the legality under

international |aw of new weapons, neans or nethods of warfare.

11. The Conference had much work to do in devel oping international |aw
applicable to arned conflict and, after the adopti on of new texts, it would be
necessary for everyone to strive to persuade States to adhere to themand thus
make themtruly universal

12. MR _DE YTURRI AGA (Spain), speaking on behalf of the European Union, said
that his statenent was endorsed by the follow ng countries associated with the
Union: Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Lithuania, Mlta,

Pol and, Ronani a and Sl ovaki a.

13. The European Union was particularly sensitive to the human tragedy
caused by the indiscrimnate use of certain weapons, and especially the
hundred mllion or so I andm nes existing in over 60 countries. The
consequences of the indiscrimnate use of anti-personnel |andm nes, especially
ininternal conflicts, were appalling and urgent action was required

14, It was a nenber State of the European Union, France, that had started
the review process in 1993. Al so in 1993 the European Union had introduced
in the United Nati ons General Assenbly a resolution on assistance in mne

cl earance which had led to the establishnent of the United Nati ons Vol untary
Trust Fund for Assistance in Mne O earance in Novenber 1994. The European
Uni on had supported the United Nations appeal for the establishnent of

nati onal noratoriunms on exports of anti-personnel |andm nes (General Assenbly
resol utions 48/ 75 K and 49/75 D), their eventual elimnation being the
ultinate goal as viable and humane alternatives were devel oped; it had al so
supported the setting up of the Goup of Governnmental Experts to prepare the
present Revi ew Conference.

15. The nenbers of the European Union had participated actively in the work
of the Goup of Governmental Experts. The Union had al so adopted a common
policy on anti-personnel mnes, including a coomon noratoriumon the export of
such mnes and a decision to contribute both technically and financially to
international efforts directed towards mne cl earance.

16. The European Union considered the main objective of the present Review
Conference to be to foster the universality of the Convention and to
strengthen its Protocol II. The European Union had exchanged views with a
nunber of countries in preparing for the Conference and had reached the view
that efforts should be focused on strengthening Protocol Il, concentrating on
four specific objectives that addressed the nost inportant aspects of the

| andm nes problem The first objective should be to extend the scope of
application to non-international armed conflicts because it was precisely in
such conflicts, the nmost common kind at present, that the indiscrimnate use
of anti-personnel mnes occurred nmost frequently and had the nost devastating
effects on innocent civilians. The second objective should be substantially
to strengthen restrictions or prohibitions concerning anti-personnel mnes and
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their export. Third was the need for an effective verification nechani sm
New rul es woul d not be effective without a systemto guarantee their

i npl enentation. The European Union supported the creation of a verification
conmi ssion which woul d ensure that alleged violations of Protocol Il were

i nvestigated thoroughly. Wthout efficient verification, Protocol Il would
not be credible and effective. Fourthly, there should be provisions
concerning techni cal assistance for mne clearance. Lastly, the European

Uni on hoped that an additional protocol on blinding |asers would be adopted in
response to the humanitarian concern to avoid unnecessary suffering while not
l[imting the legitimate mlitary use of |aser weapons. The Council of the
Eur opean Union had on 18 Septenber adopted a conmon position on blinding
lasers with the aimof strengthening such an initiative in the Conference.

17. Recent conflicts, the proliferation of anti-personnel mnes and their

i ndi scrimnate and irresponsi bl e use had brought about a humanitarian

cat astrophe of gl obal magnitude. Nations nust accept their responsibility and
set aside their differences to agree on a new text in keeping with public
expect ati ons.

18. Speaki ng as the representati ve of Spain he asked for clarification
regarding the rules of procedure of the Conference, particularly in regard to
the adoption of decisions. Rule 34 stated that the Conference woul d conduct
its work and take decisions “in accordance with Article 8 of the Convention”.
That article dealt basically with two ideas, the anendnment of the Convention
and its Protocols and the adoption of additional protocols. Under

paragraph 1 (b), amendnents woul d be adopted and enter into force in the sane
manner as the Convention and its annexed Protocols. But the Convention did
not contain provisions on adoption, and it would be necessary to return to the
rul es of procedure of the 1980 Conference on Prohibition or Restrictions of
Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich May Be Deened to be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate Effects. Regarding the adoption of new
protocol s, paragraph 3 (b) laid down that all States represented at the
Conference could participate fully in its deliberations and that additiona
protocol s woul d be adopted in the sane manner as the Convention. He would be
nmost grateful if the Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference would indicate
clearly how decisions were to be adopted, both in regard to anmendnents to the
Convention and its Protocol Il and to a new protocol. He also asked for an
updated list of States parties, contracting States that were not yet parties
and signatory States.

19. Lastly, he asked the Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference, in connection
with his statenment at the previous neeting concerning the inplications of the
United Nations financial crisis on the Conference and on the translation of
docunents, what exactly the practical consequences would be for documents in
Spani sh?

20. M. KABY (Norway) said that the present Conference would seek to find

an adequate | egislative response to the serious hunanitarian probl ens caused
by the use of |andm nes, since the present Protocol on the subject had serious
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shortcom ngs that nust be addressed. Anti-personnel |andm nes were insidious
weapons that continued to spread terror for years or even decades after the
end of hostilities. Norway had much first-hand experience fromits

Uni ted Nations peace-keepi ng operations and nmne clearance m ssions of the
consequences of the wi despread and irresponsi bl e use of | andm nes. Concerted
international action was urgently needed.

21. In the view of Norway, the most effective approach woul d be tota

prohi bition and elimnation. The Conference should work towards a total ban
on the production and stockpiling of anti-personnel |andm nes, on trade in
themand on their use. Should a total ban prove inpossible, he proposed the
adoption of an action plan in eight steps. The first step nust be to convince
States to adhere to the Convention. No strengthening of Protocol Il would be
effective w thout universal adherence. Unfortunately, several mne-stricken
countries remnai ned outside the Convention. The second step would be to extend
the scope of application to include internal conflicts, which inflicted the
nost severe and protracted suffering on the civilian popul ation. A convention
not applicable to such conflicts would be of limted value. Thirdly, the

Conf erence shoul d ban the use of non-detectabl e anti-personnel mnes and m nes
not equi pped with sel f-destructing nechanisns. A specific time-limt in days
should be fixed for the active life of a mne. Non-detectabl e | andm nes

wi thout a self-destructing or self-neutralizing capability remained very
dangerous to civilians and prevented the recovery of war-torn societies |ong
after the fighting had ended. The fourth step would be to put an end to
boobytraps specifically designed to kill, maimor mutilate. Such shockingly

i mmoral weapons nust be banned.

22. Fifthly, Protocol Il did not regulate the production, stockpiling
transfer or export of anti-personnel [andm nes. A new provision was needed
that woul d ban the production and stockpiling of types of |andn nes whose use
was prohibited by the Convention and prohibit the transfer or export of any
mnes to non-State entities, States that were not bound by the Convention and
State parties acting in contravention of the Protocol. H s Covernnent
bel i eved that |egal neasures in the formof treaty obligations would be
preferable to politically-decided export control regines.

23. Sixthly, it was of vital inportance to develop the nost efficient
verification mechani smpossible to nonitor the extent to which the parties
conplied with the provisions of the Convention. The Secretary-Ceneral of the
United Nations should be granted the authority to initiate investigations and
the right to record evidence in cases of a suspected breach of the provisions
of the Convention. It should be possible to inplenent investigations

i medi atel y upon subm ssion of a request fromeven a ninority of the States.

24, Seventhly, a structure for a conprehensive and effective revi ew process
shoul d be established to permt a sharper focus on the specific issues of
treaty obligations and inplenentation. Periodic intervals of review woul d
provi de better tools with which to shape a safer world.
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25. Ei ghthly, a strengthened CCW Convention was a necessary instrument in
the efforts to resol ve the whol e conpl ex of problens associated with the

i ndi scri mnate and irresponsi bl e use of anti-personnel |andmnes. It was,
however, not sufficient in itself. Additional instrunents that would

conpl enent the rules and restrictions on the use of |landmnes in the
Convention were al so necessary. ne such instrunment could be an internationa
regi ster, under the authority of the Secretary-General of the United Nations,
of producers of anti-personnel mnes and boobytraps of types whose use and
manuf acture was prohi bited by the 1980 CCW Convention. The register could
serve as a transparency neasure conpl enenting any verification neasures
prescribed by the 1980 Conventi on and m ght be used as an integral part of a
policy designed to prevent or deter States fromusing anti-personnel mnes of
types prohibited by the Conventi on.

26. Norway woul d wel conme additional protocols to the Convention, such as a
new protocol on blinding weapons. There should be a prohibition on the use of
| aser weapons when enpl oyed as anti-personnel weapons designed to cause

per manent blindness or serious damage to eyesight.

27. M. ELIASSON (Sweden) said that nodern war, in which an ever increasing
proportion of the victins were civilians, particularly wonen and children
chal I enged nost |ong-standing principles of humanitarian |aw. The current

i ndi scrimnate use of anti-personnel mnes sadly and vividly exenplified the
unacceptabl e brutalization of warfare. Beyond the individual tragedy of every
crippled child, the unusable mne-infested fields, forests and roads prevented
poor nations fromreturning to nornal cy and devel opnent |ong after hostilities
had formally come to an end. Concerted and coordi nated action fromthe

i nternational community was required.

28. The problemwas a short-termand critical one, but also a huge long-term
task. To deal with it, a legal strategy nust be devel oped and a plan of

action for training, appropriate technol ogy, resettlenent of refugees,
rehabilitation and normalizati on of econonmic life.

29. An international ban on anti-personnel mnes was the nost viable and

| asting solution avail able and woul d give the deminers a fair chance finally
to catch up with the mne-layers. Sweden was aware of the inportance attached
to such mnes in the defence forces of many States, including its own, but was
convinced that the mlitary utility of anti-personnel mnes was offset by the
short, mediumand long-termindi scrimnate destruction caused by such weapons.
The humanitarian price was sinply too high to pay. Wile an international ban
woul d not immedi ately ensure that anti-personnel mnes disappeared, it would
stignatize themin the eyes of public opinion and policy nmakers. It would
strangl e trade, production and, eventually, the use of such nmines. Sweden had
i ntroduced a proposal for an international ban on anti-personnel mnes in the
G oup of CGovernnental Experts and was encouraged by the interest and support
the proposal had net froma growi ng nunber of States, from hunanitarian and

ot her organi zati ons and from prom nent individuals. In anticipation of a ban,
t he Revi ew Conference shoul d strengthen and devel op the provisions of the CCW
Convention, in particular Protocol II
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30. The Revi ew Conference should fulfil five requirenents. First, it should
i mredi ately ban any transfer of |andm nes except to States parties to the
Protocol. Sweden had not exported anti-personnel mnes for the |ast 15 years.

Fromthe outset it had supported calls by the United Nations General Assenbly
for a global noratoriumon the export of such mnes and the European Union
initiative for a common noratorium Such noratoria should pave the way for a
per manent ban on all trade in anti-personnel m nes.

31. Secondl y, adherence nust be broadened. It was a fundanental weakness
that Protocol Il had entered into force for only 49 States. The geographic

i mbal ance anong the States parties added to that weakness. The nost heavily
m ne-stricken countries were not anong the parties. However, the fact that a
nunber of States had adhered to the Convention and its Protocols during
preparations for the Conference and that others were follow ng suit |ent

addi tional weight to the argunent that the best way to secure better
adherence was to strengthen existing provisions and ensure systenatic
fol | ow up

32. Thirdly, the scope nust be extended to all situations. The vast
majority of mne victins had suffered as a result of internal conflicts.

To exenpt those situations would render the Conference' s work insignificant,
especially since civil wars continued to rise in nunber and conpl exity.

33. Fourthly, all anti-personnel mnes nust be detectable. Next to an
effective ban on anti-personnel nines, no neasure was nore inportant than to
make all such weapons detectable. |Inproved detectability would greatly

facilitate mne clearance. For the sane reason, anti-handling devices for
anti - personnel mnes shoul d be banned.

34. Fifthly, there should be verification and follow up. Sweden supported
the view that transparency and verification arrangenments were essential to
strengthen confidence in the Protocol. G ave breaches of Protocol Il should
be treated and dealt with as war crines.

35. A broad agreenent on verification shoul d be possible on the basis of
exi sting proposals. It would give the Protocol an inportant dynam c el enent
and the States parties a forumto consider its inplenentation. It would al so

provi de a neans of addressing the future devel opment of nines and deni ning
technol ogy, facilitate further review conferences and hel p naintain the
political mormentumto broaden adherence to the Protocol.

36. Humani tarian | egal instrunents nust keep in step with technol ogy.
Ideal ly they shoul d al ready be preventing the devel opment and production of
particul arly insidious weapons and net hods of warfare.

37. The intention of the drafters of the CCW Convention, in constructing a

framewor k convention with annexed protocols, had been to create an instrunent
to which new protocols coul d be added.
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38. Sweden had | ong been working for an explicit prohibition, in a new
protocol, on blinding weapons and on blinding as a nethod of warfare. Such a
nmet hod vi ol ated fundanental principles of hunanitarian | aw

39. Finally, he expressed appreciation for the interest and support given to
Swedi sh proposal s to update existing rules on naval m nes

40. M. EMVANLELLI (France) associated his del egation with the statenent
made on behal f of the European Union. France had taken the initiative in
calling for a review of the 1980 Convention. Two years previously France had
been al nost alone in its endeavours; fortunately the situation had changed
since that tine. Furthernore, with regard to the export of anti-personne

m nes, France had been one of the first countries to declare a conplete
nmoratorium The unil ateral decision covered all types of anti-personnel m nes
going to all parts of the world. Several countries had foll owed France's
exanpl e.

41. Nevert hel ess, each year several thousand anti-personnel nmines were
enpl aced on the territory of tens of countries and stockpil es were being
built up in an even larger nunber of States. France therefore considered
that the nmonent had conme to take the next step, and had decided to adopt a
noratori umon the production of all types of anti-personnel mnes. It was
al so undertaking, with i mediate effect, to reduce its stockpiles of
anti-personnel mnes by destruction. He hoped that nany countries would
follow suit.

42. The devel opnent of anti-personnel mnes was an urgent humanitarian
i ssue, and France hoped that the convening of the Review Conference would | ead
to substantial revision of the provisions of Protocol I1. The al arm ng nunber

of victins, their testinonies, those of doctors, action taken by the
International Coomittee of the Red G oss and non-governnmental organizations
had hel ped to convince a grow ng nunber of countries that strengthening
Protocol Il was a priority.

43. France had set itself an anbitious target: to obtain the broadest
possi bl e adherence to a nore effective set of regulations. The indiscrimnate
use of anti-personnel mnes should be stopped and dem ni ng operati ons
facilitated so that as many States as possi bl e woul d accede to a convention
which all would then abide by.

44, France considered that a nunber of principles were essential. Firstly,
gi ven the specific nature of the weapons covered by Protocol I, it was

i nperative that rules governing their use be applied in all circunstances.
France therefore wished to see a broadening of the scope of the Protocol to
cover non-international armed conflicts. That was essential to facilitate
dem ni ng operati ons, one of the key factors in strengthening Protocol 11.
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45, Secondly, an agreenent on nore stringent rules would be credible only if
their application was subject to control. Provisions on the verification of

al | eged breaches which, if proved, would constitute a violation of the
comm t nents undertaken should figure promnently in Protocol Il. Experience
had shown beyond any doubt that provisions of that kind were necessary.

46. Thirdly, the Conference shoul d reach as conprehensive an agreenent as
possi bl e on regul ating anti-personnel mnes, and his country hoped t hat
transfers would al so be regulated in Protocol Il. 1In that way, the fight
against the proliferation of anti-personnel mnes would receive new stimul us.

47. The Conference shoul d al so address the question of deliberate blinding
as a nethod of warfare. He paid tribute to action taken by non-governnent a
organi zati ons such as the International Commttee of the Red Oross to conbat
deliberate blinding. Hs country would take a very active part in the

negoti ations on an initial set of regulations governing the use of |aser beans
to cause pernmanent blindness. He hoped that an additional and genui nely
appl i cabl e protocol would be adopted at the Conference.

48. M. SCHAFER (Germany) said that the alarming figures quoted in
connection with the worl dw de | andm ne probl em showed that it was high tine to
act. Stepping up mne clearance efforts was not enough. There should be
effective prevention of the indiscrimnmnate use of |andm nes.

49. He expressed Germany's full support for the priorities outlined by the
representative of the European Union and stressed that Germany neither
produced nor exported anti-personnel mnes and was reducing existing
stockpiles. Germany believed that the scope of Protocol Il should be extended
to times of peace and to non-international arnmed conflicts. The use of
anti-personnel mnes which did not self-destruct should be restricted, and
renot el y-deli vered mnes w thout a self-destructing nmechani smand m nes that
were not detectable shoul d be banned. The worl dwi de proliferation of

| andm nes shoul d be stopped by severely restricting their export.

Humani tarian and United Nations mi ssions needed better protection fromthe
effects of landm nes. Provisions for mne clearance had to be strengthened
and a verification nechanismput in place to ensure that the provisions of
Protocol Il were observed and i npl ement ed

50. Wiile the review of Protocol Il was the top priority of the Conference,
ot her conventi onal weapons which were excessively injurious or mght have

i ndi scrimnate effects should not be ignored. Gernany was strongly in favour
of an additional protocol to prohibit the deliberate use of |aser beans

agai nst the eyesight of persons on the battlefield and ban the use and
producti on of |aser weapons prinmarily designed to blind.

51. Ms. KURKOCH (Japan) said that in the course of recent conflicts nore
than 100 mllion | andm nes had been laid in nore than 60 countries, and that
between 2 and 5 mllion new mnes were laid every year. Every nonth, nore

t han 800 peopl e, including innocent children, were killed by | andm nes, and
thousands nore were nmainmed - a tragedy that nust not be allowed to continue.
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Furthernmore, econom c and social reconstruction was seriously inpeded in areas
wher e | andm nes had been laid, owing to the high cost of nmne clearance in
terns of manpower and resources. Japan had been involved in activities ained
at solving the |l andmne problem particularly in three areas: strengthening
of mne clearance activities by the international community and pronoting the
devel opnent of technologies to facilitate mne detection and cl earance;
assistance in the treatnment and rehabilitation of victins of anti-personne

m nes; and strengthening of international restrictions on | andm nes.

52. Japan was contributing substantial suns to United Nations m ne-clearing
activities and, with regard to the rehabilitation of mne victins, had built a
plant in Canbodia to manufacture artificial linbs and other materials as a

contribution to the cooperative effort to reconstruct that nation. Regarding
the strengthening of international restrictions on | andm nes, her del egation
wel comed the resol uti ons adopted by the General Assenbly calling for a
noratori umon the export of anti-personnel |andmnes. International efforts
to conply with that noratoriumwere continuing. In accordance with its policy
gui del i nes known as the Three Principles on Arms Exports, Japan did not export
 andmi nes. The fact that a nunber of countries had introduced a noratoriumon
exports of anti-personnel |andm nes was to be wel coned; and her del egation
urged all States to introduce such a noratorium as one inportant way of
addressing that issue.

53. The Convention had played a very inportant role as the internationa
instrunment directly relevant to landmnes. It should, however, be
strengthened in order to deal nore effectively with the current problens
concerning | andm nes. Japan had been participating actively in the process of
reviewing the initial Convention; and her del egati on now wi shed to clarify the
basi ¢ position of the Government of Japan on several inportant issues.

54. First, only about 50 States were currently parties to the Conventi on,
and nost of the States experiencing probl ens caused by | andm nes were not yet
signatories. In order to address the probl emof |andm nes effectively, it was

i nperative not only to strengthen the Convention itself, but also to secure
wi der accession. At the conclusion of the Review Conference, the parties
shoul d send a strong nessage to the rest of the world, encouraging States not
parties to accede to the Convention.

55. Secondl y, Japan supported the application of Protocol Il to interna
armed conflicts, since it was in those conflicts that nost mnes were used.
However, given that the application of Protocol Il to such conflicts would

requi re Governments of States parties to conply with its provisions, Japan
consi dered that States parties should not be obliged to secure conpliance by
di ssident armed groups that were not parties to the Protocol

56. Thirdly, Japan supported the incorporation of self-destructing

nmechani sns in all anti-personnel |andm nes used outside marked and nonitored
fields, and in all renotely delivered anti-personnel |andm nes, regardl ess of
where they were used. Such mnes should al so contain sufficient amounts of
nmetal to enable themto be detected by those engaged in clearing them

- 306 -



CCWCONF. 1/ SR 2
page 12

However, with regard to the requirenment that all existing | andm nes owned by a
State party should contain sel f-destructi ng nmechani sns, her del egation
considered that, for technical and financial reasons, a transitional period
shoul d be pernmitted so as to enable States parties to conply with that

requi renent.

57. On the question of restrictions on the manufacturing, stockpiling and
transfer of anti-personnel mnes, it was inmportant to guarantee that |andm nes
were not transferred to States not parties to the Convention, and Japan
supported the introduction of provisions restricting the transfer of

l andmi nes. On the other hand, given the need to secure w der participation in
the Convention, a nore flexible regine should be introduced regardi ng the
manuf act uri ng and stockpiling of anti-personnel |andm nes.

58. Wth regard to verification, Japan supported the introduction of an
on-the-spot fact-finding mechanism |In order to ensure effective and
efficient inplenentation, both cost and performance nust be fully considered,
and such fact-finding should be limted to those areas where cl ear violations
were suspected. Furthernore, the Protocol should contain provisions limting
the responsibility of the State party in circunstances where fact-finding
activities were to take place in areas of its territory over which it had no
control

59. Finally, the Governnent of Japan supported prohibitions on the use of
bli nding | aser weapons. At the sanme time, it considered that the use of |aser
beans for other purposes such as gui dance and neasurenent shoul d not be
restricted as a result of the introduction of such provisions.

60. M. de ICAZA (Mexico) said that in the 50 years since the San Franci sco
Conference, the world had not experienced a noment's peace, in spite of the
aspirations set forth in the Charter of the United Nations. The task of
reaffirm ng and devel opi ng international standards applicable to arned
conflicts was thus a necessary and realistic one, in no way inconpatible with
efforts to achieve full conpliance with the principle of peaceful settlenent

of disputes and general and conpl ete di sarnmanent under effective internationa
control; for an attenpt to regulate war should not be seen as an attenpt to
humani ze barbarism rather, it was an effort to ensure a m ni mum of respect

for human rights, even in circunstances of generalized viol ence

61. Mexi co was a country with a deep-rooted tradition of pacifismand
humani tari an concerns. Even earlier than the international community, it had
proscribed recourse to force in external policy, a principle set forthinits
Constitution. Yet, in spite of its long struggle to secure internationa
peace and security, Mexico was aware that, even in the present enlightened
tinmes, the tenptation to have recourse to viol ence persisted, and that nore
means of unleashing it existed than ever before. It had thus played a
leading part in efforts to reaffirmand devel op international humanitarian

| aw.
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62. The inclusion of a follow up nmechanismin the CCW Convention was to be
wel comed. The present Conference provided a val uabl e opportunity to fill
gaps, refine concepts and elimnate the nany | oophol es contained in the
Convention and its Protocols, whose texts reflected an ideol ogi cal and
strategic conflict that was now happily a thing of the past. The new clinate
of détente was undoubtedly propitious for the Conference, as coul d be seen
fromthe contributions nmade at the preparatory neetings by those countries
that had fornmerly been reluctant to prohibit or limt the use of specific
weapons, as well as fromthe work of non-governnental organizations, whose
contribution, in alerting public opinion and Governnents to the dangers of
such weapons, had been crucial to convening the Conference.

63. The 1980 Convention had undoubtedly been a step in the right direction,
whose nost i nportant achi everment had been the recognition that sonme weapons
were intrinsically injurious and had indiscrimnate effects. However, the
Convention had failed to define and regul ate the concept of excessive danmage
or to ban weapons wth indiscrimnate or inhumane effects, confining itself to
restrictions on their use set forth in the Protocols which, furthernore, were
i nconpl ete, inpractical and difficult to apply.

64. Mexico al so regretted the Convention's failure to adapt the traditiona
di stinction between international and internal conflicts to current realities.
Legal concepts had slowly evolved and in 1977 international conflicts had been
extended to include struggl es of peoples for independence and agai nst foreign
dom nation. The tinme had now cone to acknow edge that alnost all contenporary
conflicts involved, directly or indirectly, overtly or covertly, nore than one
party to the 1949 Geneva Conventions, and that fact was sufficient to justify
regarding the conflict as international in character, and thus as one to which
all the relevant norns were applicable. Nor would it be logical to extend the
scope of application of one Protocol and not of others.

65. The Convention | acked provisions concerning transfer and verification.
At least with regard to verification, the nechanismto be adopted shoul d not
be confined to a single Protocol. The nodalities of the nechani smwould have
largely to be determ ned by the scope of application agreed upon. In both
cases, special care would have to be taken not to open the door to
interference or intervention of the sort prohibited by international |aw

66. The out come of the first Review Conference must not be a retreat from
the achi evenents of the 1980 Conference. The Conference nust persevere in the
search for agreenents nmaking it possible to condenm and prohi bit those
conventional weapons unacceptable to the public conscience.

67. During the preparatory work for the Conference a nunber of proposals had
been nmade for strengthening certain provisions of the Convention and anendi ng
the rules set forth inits Protocol I1. A draft Protocol 1V, concerning

bl'i ndi ng | aser weapons, had al so been submtted. Mexico welconed all those
initiatives, which sought to secure the adoption of rules to alleviate the
sufferings of civilians. Mexico' s fundanental position had been, and
continued to be, that the ultimate solution was a total ban on the use,
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devel opnent, manufacture, stockpiling and transfer of mnes. Any prohibition
or restriction without that scope would not solve the problemof nines -
weapons indiscrimnate in their effects that nust be banned once and for all.
If their manufacture, stockpiling, deployment and use were to be prohibited,
it was logical also to prohibit their transfer. Mexico had strongly supported
the various General Assenbly resolutions calling upon States to adopt a
noratoriumon the export and transfer of anti-personnel nmines. If it was to
be effective, the prohibition on transfer nust be total, and must establish
that responsibility for the use of a weapon also lay with the party
transferring it. The Mexican arnmed forces neither used nor produced
anti-personnel mnes, and did not grant concessions to private enterprises
for the production of that type of weapon.

68. O earance of existing mnefields was a task of great inportance
permtting the consolidation of peace following a conflict. In that task
countries producing and exporting mnes had a special responsibility to nake a
technical and financial contribution to the devel oping countries' task of

cl eari ng m nes.

69. It was regrettable that, except in the case of |aser weapons, no
proposal had been submtted concerning prohibitions on the use of
smal | - cal i bre weapons, cluster bonbs, fléchettes or fuel-air expl osives.

Wth other delegations, his del egation woul d consider the desirability of
submitting proposals in that regard, in the belief that public opinion nmust be
alerted to the effects of those weapons.

70. Mexi co wished to interpret the fact that the current Conference resulted
fromthe initiative of a nmlitary Power as a sign that tinmes had changed

since 1974, Faced with an opportunity to review the scope and application of
the Convention and its Protocols since their entry into force, the Conference
must try to secure general and verifiable agreenent on prohibition of the

devel opnent, manufacture, stockpiling, deployment and use of certain
conventional weapons deened to be excessively injurious, and on their
destruction. Mere restrictions on their use were insufficient.

71. M. NELSON (Denmark) said that the preparation of the Conference and
public debate had rightly focused on the grave humanitari an probl ens caused by
the uncontrol l ed use of |andmnes, in particular anti-personnel |andm nes.
Mnes did not discrimnate: they brought disaster to civilians and soldiers
alike. Every day children and adult civilians throughout the world, but in
particular in the devel oping countries, were killed and mai med by those

weapons. It was no exaggeration to speak of a global crisis. Mnes were
not silenced by peace agreenents: very few were renoved at the end of
hostilities. In fact, nore than 20 tinmes as many nines were being laid than

were being renoved. Mnes were left to perpetuate their devastating effect,
and woul d continue to terrorize future generations if decisive action was not
t aken now.
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72. The only effective approach to the probleminvolved a total ban on
anti-personnel mnes, leading to their elimnation everywhere, together with a
vigorous effort by the international coomunity to clear the mllions of m nes
already laid. GCeneral Assenbly resolution 49/75 D, which had been adopted by
consensus and of which Denmark had been a sponsor, had recogni zed that the
eventual elimnation of anti-personnel mnes was the ultimate goal of the
international community. H's del egation would support proposals leading to a
total prohibition of those weapons. Pending achi evenent of that goal, it was
of paranount inportance to achieve concrete humanitarian progress to further
the protection of those civilians unfortunate enough to find thenselves in
zones where mines were used. First, a determned effort nust be nade to

convince States not yet parties to the Convention to adhere toit. It was
highly regrettable that the Convention did not apply in nost of the
m ne-infested areas. The Convention should be truly global. H's del egation

hoped and expected that once the Conference had adopted an inproved reginme for
protection against particularly inhumane weapons, it woul d nmake a resol ute
effort to ensure wider participation in the new set of rules.

73. The nost extrene abuse of | andm nes took place in the context of
internal conflicts. It was tragic that Protocol Il did not apply to those
conflicts. In his delegation's view, it was one of the highest priorities of
the Conference to rectify that weakness. It would, however, be a serious
mstake if the wish to extend the scope of application of the Convention in
those two dinensions should lead to a | owering of anbitions to strengthen the
saf eguar ds agai nst abuse of particularly inhumane weapons. H s del egati on was
prepared to support all proposals that woul d enhance protection agai nst the
abuse or irresponsi bl e use of such weapons. In particular, he singled out
seven priority areas: restrictions on the application of non-self-destructing
anti - personnel | andm nes; prohibition of the use of |andm nes that were not
readily detectable; an effective international verification and conpliance
mechani sm restrictions on the transfer of anti-personnel mnes; enhanced
protection of United Nations personnel and personnel from humanitarian

organi zations, including the International Commttee of the Red Goss (ICRO;
a new protocol prohibiting blinding |aser weapons; and a regul ar revi ew
process for the Convention. H's Covernnent hoped that the Conference would be
able to act decisively and to agree on new and stricter provisions in the
Convention | eading to a much-needed effective protection of civilian
popul ati ons.

74. The Conference nust also focus on the inmedi ate humanitarian crisis
caused by the nore than 100 nmillion | andnm nes scattered around the world. The
renoval of existing | andm nes was an enornous task. Mjor efforts in that
area were al ready being undertaken by a nunber of international organizations.
However, w thout increased donor contributions for mne clearance, the task
woul d be insurmountable. The recent International Meeting on Mne d earance
had been an inportant first step; but nmuch nore needed to be done. As for the
treatnment of victins of landmnes, a true conmtnment by the internationa
community was needed, as a signal of solidarity with those countries that had
already suffered imensely. H's Governnent hoped that nore countries woul d
play an active role in solving that huge humanitarian problem Nations that
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produced | andm nes had a special noral responsibility to contribute to
international mne clearance efforts. Dennmark stood ready to play its part in
the comon responsibility to clear the mnefields, and had al ready contri buted
substantial suns to the relevant United Nations Voluntary Trust Fund and to
specific mne cl earance programes.

75. Ms. FERREROWALDNER (Austria) said that the adoption of the

CCW Convention 15 years previously had been seen at the time as a major
humani t ari an breakt hrough. Since then, it had beconme apparent that nuch
renai ned to be done. The Convention did not apply to internal arned
conflicts, it established no clear responsibilities for the renoval of m nes,
it did not prohibit non-detectable and |ong-1living anti-personnel mnes, and
it did not provide a verification regime. Only sonme 50 States had becone
parties to the Convention. At the same tine, world public opinion was
becom ng increasingly alarnmed by the following facts: that nore than

100 nillion anti-personnel mnes existed, half of themlaid since the
adoption of the Convention; that 150,000 peopl e had been killed by
anti-personnel mnes, and twi ce as many injured; and that renoval of al

exi sting | andm nes woul d cost nore than $30 billion and woul d require not
years, but decades.

76. Urgent and vigorous action nust be taken. Governnents nust inprove the
Convention and its Protocols, provide the instrument with an effective
verification mechani sm pronote universal acceptance of the Convention and
provi de substantial assistance for national and international mne clearance.

77. Austria was ready to cooperate fully in such efforts. It hoped that the
Conference woul d cone as close as possible to the ultinmate goal, endorsed by
the United Nations General Assenbly, the European Union and the Austrian
Parlianent, of the total elimnation of anti-personnel |andm nes.

78. Austria had renounced the use of anti-personnel |andm nes by the arned
forces and destroyed its existing stocks of those weapons. [t supported the
inclusion in Protocol 11 of prohibitions or restrictions on the transfer,

producti on and stockpiling of anti-personnel |andm nes, the proposal to hold
nore frequent and periodic reviews and the proposal to adopt a protocol on
bl'i ndi ng | aser weapons, for which it had prepared a draft.

79. The past few nonths had seen a great surge in public opinion in favour
of restricting the use of anti-personnel |andm nes and | aser weapons. Tens of
t housands of signatures had been presented to the Austrian Government calling
for appropriate action to be taken. Sinilar devel opnents were taking place in
other countries and she believed that the Conference shoul d nmake use of the
active support it was being given by public opinion to nobilize politicians
and Governments to take steps to protect innocent civilians fromfuture
sufferings and possibly also to prevent new types of excessively injurious
weapons from bei ng devel oped.
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80. M. SOWARUGA (Cbserver for the International Conmittee of the Red O oss
(I1CRO)) began by quoting the testinony given by a 65-year-old Canbodi an

You Eng, describing how he and his grandson had each lost a leg after a

| andm ne had expl oded, how his el der son and daughter-in-law had been killed

by m nes and how ashaned he felt to be unable to feed his famly any |onger.

81. A phot ograph of You Eng and his grandson was projected while the
testi nony was being read

82. The speaker went on to stress that the Conference had an obligation to
put an end to the sl ow mass destruction caused by anti-personnel mnes and to
prevent other horrors fromoccurring by prohibiting the use of blinding |aser
weapons.

83. As had been acknow edged at the International Meeting on Mne O earance
the production, transfer and use of anti-personnel mnes was out of control
Wien those weapons were available in nodern conflicts, they were used
indiscrimnately, with appalling results. They had caused a gl obal epidemc
of staggering proportions and torn apart the social and econom c fabric of
dozens of countries. One did not need to attribute responsibility in that
area. Mnes had been produced and sold by some 50 States fromboth the North
and the South. They had been used indiscrimnately in nany nore.

84. The present Conference provided the ideal nonment for States to face
their responsibilities and take nmeasures which they knew woul d give results as
rapidly as possible. There mght not be another opportunity to study the

| andm ne issue for many years. The consequences of inaction would be tragic.

85. The 1 CRC was convi nced that a dramatic reduction in the nunber of

| andm ne victins could only be brought about through the adoption and

i npl enentati on of a conprehensive set of measures which shoul d incl ude:
the total prohibition of the production, stockpiling, transfer and use of
anti - personnel mnes; the extension of the CCW Convention to cover
non-international arned conflicts; a requirenent that anti-vehicle mnes
shoul d be detectabl e and should not contain anti-handling devices; and the
establ i shnent of an effective systemto nonitor conpliance and puni sh

vi ol ati ons.

86. The | CRC had studied the proposals ained at alleviating the | andm ne
probl em t hrough the increased use of self-destructing mnes and the

i ntroduction of new requirenments for detectability. Wile such nmeasures m ght
lead to sone inprovenent, the | CRC was deeply concerned that their result

m ght be a global increase in the use and transfer of mnes, particularly if
the users believed that such weapons were | ess threatening to civilians or
conpensated for their short |ifespan by using greater nunmbers of them Nor
was it convinced that an acceptable naximumfailure rate coul d be achi eved,
that the reliability of self-destructing mechani sns would be internationally
verified or that States and insurgents in potential conflict areas were
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prepared to pay for the higher cost of such weapons. In addition, the “grace
period” for transition to such a regime was likely to last for decades and
during that tinme civilians would continue to suffer.

87. Wul d the partial measures being considered by nany States be

i mpl enented rapidly and effectively, and would they lead to a significant
reduction in the nunber of civilian landmne victins? If not, he appeal ed

to the countries represented to join the growi ng nunber of States, the

O gani zation of African Unity, the European Parlianment, the United Nations
Secretary-CGeneral, scores of humanitarian agenci es and many hundreds of

non- gover nnental organi zations in calling for a total ban on anti - personnel
mnes. That solution could be inplenmented nore rapidly and nmonitored nore
easily than conplex alternatives. The horrific consequences of anti-personne
m nes exceeded by far the limted mlitary advantage that m ght be expected of
t hem

88. It would take some tine for whatever neasures were adopted to be felt on
the ground, and the Convention nust therefore take into account the inmediate
needs of |andmne victins. The ICRC had therefore called for article 8 to be
amended and, when access to victins was bl ocked, for provision to be nmade for
each of the parties to the conflict to ensure access to themby clearing a
path through mnefields or by indicating a safe alternative access route.

That provision would constitute the mninumrequired to ensure the access

whi ch States had undertaken to provide in the Geneva Conventions and their
Additional Protocols. Simlar protection was required for other humanitarian
or gani zat i ons.

89. The Conference al so provided a uni que opportunity to prohibit a new and
abhorrent method of warfare - the use of blinding | aser weapons. As was

wi dely recogni zed, |aser weapons capable of blinding |arge nunbers of soldiers
or civilians froma great distance were about to be nanufactured and exported
on a large scale. Once produced in |arge nunbers, such small arns woul d cost
no nmore than an ordinary rifle and woul d be dissemnated rapidly not only to
national armes but also to terrorists and crimnals. Watever their
producers' intentions mght be, |ike |andm nes, once they were available in

| arge nunbers, |aser weapons woul d be used indiscrimnately.

90. The I CRC urged the Conference to adopt a fourth protocol to the
Convention for the purpose of prohibiting the use of |aser weapons to blind
individuals as a nethod of warfare. It also called on States to refrain from
produci ng weapons whi ch coul d be used for that purpose and to take vigorous
steps to prevent themfrombeing proliferated. The problemnust be dealt with
now.

91. Sustai ned efforts and concerted dipl omatic action would be required for
many years to come to guarantee that the provisions of the 1980 Convention

and the decisions of the current Conference remained rel evant and effective.

A decision providing for regular review of the Convention would therefore
constitute one of the lasting contributions which the Conference could nmake to
t he devel opnent of international hunanitarian | aw
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92. The | andm ne i ssue was only one aspect of a phenonenon of increasing
concern to the ICRC, nanely the virtually unrestricted transfer of vast
quantities of weapons, particularly small arms, throughout the world and the
fact that they were constantly used in flagrant violation of the basic rules
of international humanitarian law. The ICRC intended to make a careful study
of the relationship between the availability of arns and viol ati ons of
hurmanitarian | aw, and al so to engage in a dial ogue on those matters within the
Red Oross and Red O escent novenent.

93. The internati onal conmmunity was not powerless in the face of the
devel opnent of odi ous technol ogies. Encouraged by the ICRC, States had in
1925 largely succeeded in halting the use of poison gas in warfare. |In 1972

and 1993, biol ogi cal and chenical weapons had been banned for ever. Public
horror at the effects of nuclear weapons and fear that they m ght be used

had been instrumental in preventing their use and hol ding back their
proliferation. The public would undoubtedly support neasures to ban
anti-personnel |andmnes, elimnate the terrible threat of the use of blinding
| aser weapons and reinforce a Convention which sought to maintain a nodi cum of
humanity, even in tines of war.

94. During the past ten years, |ICRC nedical staff had treated

over 28,000 victins of mnes and fitted sone 80,000 artificial |linbs on the
survivors. |t was unacceptable that, in ten years' time, |CRC doctors night
be called upon to |l ook into the eyes of new victinms of |andm nes and bl i ndi ng
| asers knowi ng that sonething coul d have been done to stop their use

95. M. SCAMVACCA DEL MJRGO E DELL' AGNONE (Italy) said that his Covernnent
and peopl e were very sensitive to the probl emunder consideration and were
follow ng the proceedings of the Conference with great interest.

96. The representative of Spain had al ready described the European Union's
commtnent to conbat the indiscrimnate use and uncontrol | ed di ssem nation of
anti-personnel |andmnes and to encourage international efforts in mne

cl earance. The Union attached such inportance to the question of
anti-personnel |andmnes that its Mnisters had decided to use the nost
advanced i nstrument of their common foreign and security policy: Joint
Action. It had also nmade a significant contribution to the United Nations
Vol untary Trust Fund for Assistance in Mne d earance

97. Italy placed great hopes in the Review Conference. During recent years
it had increased its efforts to alleviate the injuries caused to civilians by
the indiscrimnate use of anti-personnel |andm nes. The serious humanitarian
probl ens raised by the use of such weapons needed to be dealt with as a matter
of urgency. The international comunity nust act on several |evels

si mul taneously: humani tari an engagenent, international assistance and

di sarmanent and arns control neasures.

98. Italy had ceased granting export |icences for anti-personnel |andm nes

in Novenber 1993. In Septenber 1994 it had announced a national noratorium
on the export, sale or any other transfer of anti-personnel mnes and on
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20 January 1995 it had ratified the CCW Convention. |Italy had pl edged a
contribution of approximately $625,000 to the United Nations Voluntary Trust
Fund at the International Meeting on Mne O earance, and announced ot her
contributions to Mbzanbi que, Angol a and Afghanistan for training in mne

cl earance, mne-awareness activities and the rehabilitation of victins.

It al so provided financial support for the | CRC programres in that field.

99. It was his country's strong hope that the Convention woul d become an
effective tool of international law follow ng the Review Conference. It would
like to see the Convention's prohibitions and restrictions strengthened. It
bel i eved that efforts should be nmade to encourage nore countries to ratify the

Convention and particularly Protocol Il. New international |egislation would
be of little value if the majority of States, particularly those nainly
concerned, were not parties to it. It would also be discouraging if interna

conflicts were excluded fromthe scope of the provisions agreed upon.

100. Verification was now a fundarmental conponent of all arns contro
agreenents and a conpl i ance nechani smwas essential for the application of the
CCW Convention. Stricter prohibitions should be acconpani ed by correspondi ng
controls that woul d increase the confidence of States parties. Provisions for
fact-finding mssions to be sent to the sites of alleged incidents woul d not
necessarily be applied in every case, but they were nmeant to have a deterrent
effect and to foster confidence about conpliance. Italy supported the
adoption of an additional protocol on blinding | aser weapons and on their

i ndi scri m nate use when ai med at causing pernanent damage to the eyes of
civilians or mlitary personnel. It hoped that the Conference would take an

i mportant step forward by adopting an international instrument of a preventive
and humanitarian nature. The protocol should not, however, hanper the
legitinmate use of |aser beans for mlitary and civilian purposes.

101. An amended version of Protocol Il and an additional protocol on blinding
| aser weapons, if adopted at the present Conference, would enter into force
six nonths after ratification by at |least 20 States. Bearing in mnd the need
to inplement the new and stricter provisions as soon as possible in view of
their mainly humanitarian nature, the Italian Governnment was prepared to
consider conplying with the terns of the anended version of Protocol Il and
the additional protocol even before their entry into force. It would consult
other States to explore the possibility of such earlier inplenentation of the
new provi sions so as to ensure that the nmeasures adopted by the Conference
took effect as rapidly and as wi dely as possi bl e.

The neeting rose at 12.45 p. m
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The neeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m

GEMERAL EXCHANGE OF VI EWS (continued )

1. Ms. BURTON (lreland) said that the fundanental answer to the probl ens
caused by anti-personnel landmnes was their total elimnation. Ireland was
whol |y opposed to the production, stockpiling and use of such weapons and to
trade in them it did not engage in such activities itself and believed that a
total ban could be achieved within a reasonable tine if only the countries
concerned woul d show the necessary political courage.

2. The indiscrimnate use of | andm nes was the nost pressing challenge to
the international community in the field of conventional weapons today. There
was grow ng acceptance that the problemcoul d be tackled only through
concerted and vi gorous action on a nunber of fronts sinultaneously. The
International Meeting on Mne Oearance, held at Geneva in July, had focused
on the clearing of mines already laid as the first priority. The current

Conf erence shoul d now seek bi ndi ng agreenent on action to ensure the

non-depl oyment of such weapons. The unilateral noratoria on exports of

anti - personnel | andm nes advocated by the General Assenbly were a prom sing
first step towards ending the trade in those devices, but were no substitute
for contractually binding provisions on transfers. Ireland strongly favoured
the inclusion, in a new Protocol 11, of provisions which would at | east

prohi bit any transfers of anti-personnel |landmnes to countries that had not
accepted the constraints on use set out in the Protocol. Transfers of mnes
whose use was prohibited in all circunstances should be totally excluded
Protocol Il was the sole international instrunent that inposed |egally binding
obligations on States regarding the use of landmnes, and it could play a
pivotal role in ending their indiscrimnate use. The Conference's nost
pressi ng business was to give | egal expression to new obligations that would
make the Protocol an instrument equal to that task. It was necessary to
secure a radical curtailnment of the perm ssible uses of anti-personnel and

ot her [andm nes by enlarging the prohibitions and restrictions on their use to
t he maxi mum extent that woul d be acceptable to the States parties to the

Pr ot ocol

3. Irel and supported the devel oprment policies pursued by the international
community and strongly endorsed the allocation of greater resources to

al l eviate poverty in devel oping countries. The presence of unmarked and
undet ect abl e | andm nes hi ndered the achi evenent of that objective. Landni nes
del ayed reconstruction in societies ravaged by war, rendered agricultura

| and dangerous and unfit for devel opment, and conplicated United Nations
humani t ari an and peace-keepi ng activiti es.

4. Detectability was a key issue to be faced by the Conference. The costs
and dangers involved in mne clearing were considerable, and in the absence of
a total ban there was a clear argument in favour of adopting nmeasures to

prohi bit in general the use of non-detectable | andm nes. Her del egation woul d
therefore work towards achi eving the broadest possible set of prohibitions and
restrictions in that regard.
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5. There was growi ng debate on the relative nerits of anti-personne

| andm nes that were designed to self-destruct or self-neutralize after a short
period, thus supposedly presenting less of an enduring threat to life and
linb, particularly in post-conflict situations. The Conference shoul d
careful ly consider whether the inevitable failure rates of such mechani sns
woul d not still cause significant casualties. The failure of such | andm nes
to self-destruct mght nmean that m ne-cl earance operations would be no | ess
arduous than if rudinmentary nm nes were used.

6. It was inportant to keep in mnd the broader international effort

agai nst the scourge of |andm nes. For exanple, Ceneral Assenbly

resolution 49/75 D, while establishing the eventual elimnation of
anti-personnel |landmnes as the ultimate goal, also recogni zed that States
woul d be able to nove nost effectively towards that goal as viable and humane
alternatives were devel oped.

7. In order to nake a practical difference in situations where such weapons
currently did nost harm the new Protocol |1 should apply in all circunstances
and to all conflicts, both international and internal.

8. The small nunber and |imted geographi cal spread of States parties had
to date prevented the Convention and Protocol Il from beconm ng a decisive
force agai nst conventional weapons that inflicted unnecessary suffering. The
Conf erence should thus strive to include incentives in the Protocol with a
view to achieving nuch w der adherence. Transfer provisions constituted one
case in point.

9. A further inportant objective was the inclusion of provisions for
verifying conpliance with the Protocol. Opportunities for States parties to
denonstrate their full conpliance with | egal obligations freely assumed by
them were an established nmeans of reinforcing the credibility of internationa
| egal instruments and of building confidence anong States. Measures which the
Conf erence adopted on verification should command w de support, be effective
and conprehensive, and enbrace the production as well as the use of |andm nes.
Provision for reviews at regular intervals should al so be a key el enent of
verification

10. Irel and hoped to see the Conference nove decisively towards a total ban
on the use of blinding lasers. Review arrangements should al so of fer val uabl e
opportunities for taking preventive action in relation to new categories of
excessively injurious conventional weapons before they gave rise to problens
such as those currently caused by | andni nes.

11. M. PATOKALLIO (Finland) said that the world was confronted with a
hunani tari an energency caused by the indiscrimnate and irresponsible use of
anti - personnel |andm nes. The Convention placed States parties under an
obligation to protect the civilian popul ation, which was a priority in nodern
warfare, and Protocol Il laid down quite extensive restrictions on the use of
m nes, booby-traps and ot her devices. However, the fundanental weakness of
the Convention was that those rules applied to so few States, especially in
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m ne-stricken regions. Also, sone articles did not nmeet present-day

requi rements, as was the case with article 1 of Protocol I1. Mst arned
conflicts now took place within national borders. Extending the scope of
Protocol Il was thus of prime inportance.

12. Anot her maj or shortconming of Protocol Il was the | ack of any

verification nechani smwhich would ensure its credibility. One of his
del egation's priorities was to introduce an effective verification regine,
to ensure conpliance with the Convention

13. Finl and saw a clear need to strengthen the restrictions on the use of
anti-personnel |landmnes, in particular those wthout self-neutralizing or
sel f-destructi on nmechani sns.

14, To avoid casualties anong the civilian popul ation, those who |aid m nes
must bear the prinmary responsibility for clearing them The need for the
control and recording of all mnefields was of vital inportance, and the

exi stence of proper controls and records woul d make post-conflict mne

cl earance a nuch | ess arduous and dangerous t ask.

15. Fi nl and supported restrictions and prohibitions regarding transfers of
anti-personnel landmnes. It also fully endorsed the proposal to strengthen
the Convention by an additional protocol on the use of l|asers. The use of

| asers that were prinarily designed to blind shoul d be banned.

16. The | ow nunber of ratifications of the Convention was detrinental to its
authority. Al States that continued to remai n outside the Convention were
urged to accede to it and thus bear their share of responsibility. Finland
whi ch had been a party to the Convention since its entry into force, had
actively participated in the work of the Goup of Governnmental Experts and
contributed to international m ne-clearance programes through funding and the
provi sion of technical assistance and experti se.

17. Finland fully recogni zed the total elimnation of anti-personnel

l andmi nes as an ultimate goal towards which States coul d nove nost effectively
as both mlitarily and econonmically viable alternatives were devel oped. The
humani t ari an cat astrophe caused by the indiscrimnate and irresponsi bl e use

of anti-personnel |andm nes was of deep concern to all. Effective
counterneasures required the full commtnrent of many nore States.

18. Ms. GHOSE (India) said that the Conference provided an excellent first
opportunity to assess the working of the Convention and to take stock of its
strengt hs and weaknesses. The nost gl aring deficiency was the small nunber of
St at es whi ch had beconme parties to the Convention. The Conference shoul d
therefore seek primarily to encourage universal accession, wthout which the
Convention woul d continue to have a limted reach, no matter how neticul ously
its Protocols were drafted. It should be borne in mnd that while all States
parties had voluntarily accepted restrictions on the indiscrimnate and

i rresponsi bl e use of certain weapons, the countries which today suffered nost
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grievously fromthe probl emof |andm nes were not parties to the Convention or
its Protocols. Her CGovernnent was therefore hesitant about the idea of

i ntroduci ng amendnents into the text of the Convention itself at the present
st age.

19. However, the case of Protocol Il was different. The nagnitude of the
probl em of |andmnes, its persistence long after the end of hostilities, and
the vulnerability of its ultimate victins underlined the urgent need for
concerted international action. India had been associated with United Nations
dem ning activities since 1961, including operations in the Congo, Canbodia,
Mozanbi que, Somalia, Rwanda and Angol a, and assi stance in training and ot her
work. For the coming year it had announced a vol untary contribution of

US$ 50,000 to United Nations dem ning operations in the formof a broad range
of services, and had provi ded nedi cal expertise in prosthetics design and

assi stance in setting up workshops to produce prosthetic aids.

20. I ndi a had supported the efforts to strengthen Protocol Il and, at the
fourth session of the Goup of Governnental Experts, had called for a ban on
the use of landnines in arned conflicts not of an international character
That shoul d be the inmedi ate goal of the Conference, in order to pave the way
for the ultimate elimnation of |andm nes. Her Government had al so called for
the prohibition of the use of booby-traps in armed conflicts not of an
international character, and would like to see that prohibition extended to
ot her devices, including inprovised expl osive devices. Those neasures shoul d
not be used for the purpose of interfering with the sovereignty of any State
or the legitimate responsibility of Governnents to naintain | aw and order or
to defend national unity and territorial integrity. Nor could they justify
direct or indirect intervention in armed conflicts or in the internal or
external affairs of States parties.

21. India believed that the availability of |andm nes should be drastically
reduced. It therefore strongly supported proposals to ban transfers of such
weapons. Measures shoul d be taken to ensure that mnes did not find their way
to third parties, including mlitant and terrorist groups, and efforts should
be nade to institutionalize the noratoria declared individually by various
exporting countries. Her delegation believed that Protocol Il was the
appropriate place to put into effect the ban on transfers. The probl emwoul d
not be resolved by any ad hoc control reginme that was not nultilaterally
negoti at ed.

22. India attached great inportance to provisions relating to the fullest
di ssem nation of technology for mne detection and cl earance and of

t echnol ogi cal assistance to enable countries to attain the m ni num desired
standards required under the Protocol. Such nmeasures would result in w der
adherence to the Protocol.

23. Wiile India was sensitive to the hunanitarian aspects of the | andm nes

crisis, it was not convinced that the response by the internati onal community
shoul d i nclude an unnecessarily intrusive verification or nonitoring system
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Any such systemwoul d, in her delegation's view, deter w der adherence and
possi bly be open to abuse. Geater confidence could be built through
i ncreased transparency and regul ar exchange of information.

24, The Conference al so had before it the task of considering restricting
the enpl oynent of | aser weapons which were primarily intended to cause

per manent blindness. Intentional blinding violated the rules of internationa
humani tarian | aw and shoul d be prohibited as a nethod of warfare. India

therefore saw nerit in adding a protocol on blinding weapons to the
Convention, and further work could be carried out on the basis of the infornal
wor ki ng paper submitted by the Chairman of the Goup of Governnental Experts
(CCWQONF. I/1, annex 11).

25. M. PUNCH (Australia) said that the presence of the participants at the
Conference reflected a shared belief that even the harsh reality of armed
conflict should be tenpered by humanitarian constraints. The restrictions
laid down in the Convention regarding the use of incendiary devices and
weapons whi ch injured by non-detectable fragnents were strong and cl ear.

There seened to be near consensus on the need for a new protocol to prohibit
the use of weapons designed, or intentionally used, to cause pernmanent

bl i ndness. H's CGovernnent strongly supported that proposal and | ooked forward
toits early adoption

26. Unfortunately, there was no such consensus on how best to sol ve the
probl ens posed by the m suse of anti-personnel |andm nes, problens which had
greatly increased since the Convention had been opened for signature 14 years
previously. Australia had |ong been in the front line in ternms of

m ne-cl earance operations; it had been involved in training work in

Af ghani stan and had def ence personnel serving in that connection in Canbodi a
and Mbzanbique. H's country was commtted to continuing its support for

i nternational mne-clearance activities, and over the comng year would
provide a $5 nillion package of international assistance, bringing its tota
coommtnent to date to about $20 nillion. However, rather than spending scarce
resources on clearing mnes, his Covernment would far prefer its foreign aid
to go directly into fields such as health, education and food production

27. In order to make real progress, efforts to clear existing mnefields
must be conbined with action that attacked the problemat its source. H's
CGovernnent was conmitted to the eventual elimnation of all anti-personne

l andmi nes as an ultimate goal, but, in the absence of w despread internationa
support for an absolute ban, at |east pendi ng the devel opnent of viable and
hunane alternatives, it was of the view that [esser but still worthwhile
practical solutions should be pursued. It would therefore urge all countries
to support a ban on long-lived anti-personnel mnes that were not

sel f-destructing or self-deactivating and on non-detectable mnes. Australia
was preparing a plan for the replacenent of its current mne stocks and for
conversion to self-destructing and sel f-deactivating types. Since highly
cost-effective technology for the production of those types of mnes was

al ready available, the cost would be much I ess than that of continued reliance
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on long-lived mnes, whose consequences included loss of |life, the need to
rehabilitate the victins, devel opnent opportunities foregone and cl earance
operations. Wiile some countries saw a need for static, |ong-lived mnefields
in certain locations, exceptions to the principle of using only

sel f-destructing mnes should be kept to the mninum |ndeed, he hoped the
Conference woul d reach a solid consensus that the only anti-personnel mnes to
be used in battle should be sel f-destructing.

28. Even sel f-destructing mnefields shoul d be recorded, fenced, signposted
and nonitored, but such systens of protection were always liable to break
down. Fences coul d be renoved, and troops responsible for nonitoring forced
to withdraw. The real answer nust be to separate the use of |ong-1|ived
anti-personnel |andmnes fromthe heat and confusion of battle. H s country
woul d be submitting a paper showi ng how the revised draft article 4 of

Protocol Il could be further strengthened to neet that aim

29. The Conference should al so address w der issues. Australia was in
favour of extending the application of the Convention, or at the very |east of
Protocol Il, to non-international conflicts and would urge all States parties

to maintain the support given to that idea by the Goup of Experts.

30. The Convention should incorporate restrictions on the production and
transfer of |andm nes and should affirmthe principle that anti-personne

| andm nes shoul d be supplied only to States conmtted to obeying the rul es of
war. |t should also prohibit the transfer of nmines to States not parties to
the Convention and shoul d prohibit the production and export of mnes of a
type, or for a purpose, not sanctioned under the Conventi on.

31. It was in the best interests of all States to take unilateral neasures
to counter the proliferation of long-lived anti-personnel |andmnes and to

pl ace a noratoriumon their production and export, since otherw se very costly
m ne-cl earance operations would continue indefinitely, which would result in
an increasing financial burden.

32. There shoul d be no question that an effective verification and
conpl i ance regi me was needed, though controversial issues such as its degree
of intrusiveness woul d have to be di scussed.

33. In addition to strengthening the provisions of the Convention, it would
be inportant to enhance its authority by securing a substantial increase in
the nunber of States parties.

34. He expressed his appreciation of the work done by the G oup of Experts
in Geneva. The rolling text was comrendabl e, but it did not go far enough,
particularly the proposed text for article 4 of Protocol Il. A long-termyview
shoul d be taken, and it should be recogni zed that the cost of converting
stocks of mnes would be snall in conparison to the costs of inaction
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35. M. MNIY (Cbserver for South Africa), said that South Africa' s recent
accession to the Convention had been notivated by its coonmtnent to
elimnating the suffering caused by war and to pronoting international peace
and security. H's delegation would participate fully in the work of the Min
Conmittees in the expectation that the Convention would soon enter into force
for South Africa.

36. Past armed conflicts had left |andm ne problens in nany parts of the
world, including southern Africa. H's Governnent therefore supported the
elimnation of anti-personnel nmines as an ultimate goal, but its inmediate
concern was to prevent their proliferation and restrict their use

37. After its denocratic transformati on, South Africa had undertaken a
revision of its defence and security policies, in which context it had
co-sponsored Ceneral Assenbly resolution 49/75 D on a noratoriumon the export
of anti-personnel |andmnes. South Africa' s own noratoriumon the marketing,
export and transit of all types of mnes was to be expanded by the
introduction of a pernmanent ban on the export or sale of long-lived

anti - personnel | andm nes.

38. H s country also intended to pursue a programme of practical measures

It woul d endeavour to devel op and share with others new technol ogi es for

sel f-destructing, self-deactivating mnes. It would, within a realistic
time-frame, destroy its existing anti-personnel |andm nes and repl ace them
with self-destructing and sel f-deactivating types. It would inprove its
advanced dem ni ng and m ne countermeasure technologies. It would use

| andmi nes only for defensive purposes and within CCWconstraints. It would
explore the feasibility of devel oping viable alternatives to the use of
anti-personnel mnes. It comitted itself to abiding by the decisions reached
at the Conference

39. South Africa was concerned at the ready availability of |ow cost nines,
i ncluding long-1ived mnes, to individuals and groups in sonme areas of the
world, a problemto which the international community shoul d give specia
attention.

40. In participating in the Conference, South Africa would be seeking to
pronmote the follow ng: wuniversal application of the Convention; strengthening
of the provisions of Protocol Il as a step towards the elimnation of

| andm nes; extension of the scope of the Convention to cover interna
conflicts; prohibition of the transfer of all long-lived anti-personne

| andm nes, and of any nmines to States not parties to the Convention;

prohi bition of the use of non-detectable m nes; exclusive use, within a
reasonabl e tinme-frame, of reliable self-destructing and sel f-deactivating

m nes and destruction of stocks of long-lived mnes; further restrictions on
the use of mnes so as to avoid civilian casualties; technical cooperation and
assi stance for States parties to the Convention in mne-cl earance;
establ i shnent of an effective verification regime; introduction of a new
protocol to ban the use of blinding | aser weapons; and the hol ding of regul ar
revi ew conferences to eval uate progress.
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41. M. VOORHCEVE (Netherlands) said that the situation with regard to

| andm nes was conpl etely out of control: there were nore than 110 million

m nes scattered over sone 64 countries, but only 100,000 were being cl eared
each year. The Conference marked the begi nning of the battle against those
weapons and aroused expectations that must not be di sappointed. F rm neasures
were needed to reduce transfers of mnes and devel op new def ensi ve
technologies in their place. A nmassive international m ne-cl earance programme
had to be set up. The Netherlands had set aside $5 mllion for specific

m ne- cl earance operations in the comng two years and its contribution to mne
cl earance over the past three years had anounted to $8.5 nillion. Menbers of
its armed forces had taken part in such operations in countries of Africa and
Asia, and a nunber of specialists had been nmade avail abl e under the

United Nations Standby Arrangenent System Dem ning operations had included
training the [ocal population to clear and destroy mnes. Sone 500 persons
had been trained under a programme in Mzanbi que, but that programe had been
| ess effective than desired, partly owing to lack of coordination within the
United Nati ons.

42. Though the Conference was unlikely to bring about a conplete and
i mredi ate ban on the use of |andm nes —to which the Netherl ands was, however,
committed as an ultimate goal —it could produce significant results. The

Net herl ands was in favour of national and international study and action for

t he devel opnent of humane and mlitarily acceptable alternatives to | andm nes,
whi ch woul d have to be inexpensive if they were to be viable. It was prepared
to pay its share of the cost of dealing with the | andm ne problem as
illustrated by its decision to destroy sonme 400,000 mnes held by its armed
forces.

43. The Net herl ands Government strongly supported bold steps to strengthen
the 1980 Convention. |In particular, the scope of the |andm ne Protocol should
be extended to cover internal armed conflicts and it should also apply in
times of peace. There should be a general prohibition of mnes that were not
det ect abl e and sel f-deactivating and of mnes that detonated when being
detected. Together with 14 other co-sponsors, his del egati on had proposed a
new article to restrict the transfer of |andnm nes; States that accepted
restrictions on their own use of mnes should logically deny the possibility
of using mnes to States not parties to the Convention. There should be

i nproved protection for personnel of the International Commttee of the

Red Oross and ot her humanitarian organi zati ons agai nst the effects of

l andm nes. Efforts should be nade to establish an effective verification
regi me.

44, It was to be hoped that nore States woul d becone parties to the
Convention and bring it closer to the goal of universality.

45. The Conference would also, at the initiative of Smeden, be considering a
new Protocol prohibiting the use of blinding | aser weapons, to be applicable
ininternational and internal arned conflicts and in tinmes of peace. Such a
nmeasure was strongly supported by his Covernnent.
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46. Ms. BOKOVA (Bulgaria) said that her country had devoted special
attention to the question of anti-personnel mnes and had co-sponsored al
CGeneral Assenbly resolutions on the subject. It had also participated in the
conference on mne clearance and was ready to contribute to rel ated
international efforts, including the pronotion of and cooperation in
scientific research for the advancenent of detection and cl earance

t echnol ogi es.

47. Inline with its foreign policy priorities, Bulgaria associated itself
with the statenment nmade by the representative of Spain on behalf of the
Eur opean Uni on.

48. There woul d have been no indiscrimnate use of anti-personnel nines if
exi sting international humanitarian | aw had been observed. As things stood,

it was necessary to strengthen the Convention, in particular Protocol 11, for
whi ch reason Bul garia had contributed constructively to the preparati on of the
rolling text of that Protocol. However, it was al so necessary to bear in nind
realistic considerations of mlitary doctrine in the context of Protocol 11
and a cautious attitude should be adopted to unreasonable restrictions on the
efficiency of national defence.

49. Bul garia had the following points to make with regard to Protocol |1

Its scope should be extended to cover parties to a conflict which were not
States parties to the Convention. Anti-personnel mnes which did not conform
to the detection requirenents stated in the draft Techni cal Annex shoul d be
prohi bited. The new section of Protocol Il on international technica
cooperation and assistance in mne cl earance shoul d be based on the principle
that States were under an obligation to facilitate the provision of equipmrent,
materials and information for that purpose and that States parties had a

right to participate in such international exchange. The provision of
anti-personnel mnes to non-State entities should be prohibited. Conpliance
by States parties should be nmonitored, with the subm ssion of an annual report
to the Depositary as the centrepi ece of the nonitoring system

50. The Chairman's rolling text would be an appropriate basis for the fina
drafting of the new Protocol Il. Her delegation would be submtting draft
addi ti onal |anguage and arendnents.

51. Her del egation wel coned the draft of a protocol on |aser weapons and the
statenent by the United States Departnent of Defense on the prohibition of
bli ndi ng | aser weapons.

52. M. OOXK (New Zeal and) said that his country, which was neither a
producer nor a |arge-scale consumer of |andm nes, had been an active

partici pant in mne-clearance progranmmes in Afghani stan, Angola, Canbodia

and Mbzanbi que. However, international demning efforts continued to be
outstripped by the enpl acenment of new | andm nes, and ways had to be found of
reversing that trend. The Convention needed to be strengthened and nuch w der
adherence pronoted, ideally |eading to universal participation.
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53. New Zeal and' s obj ective at the Review Conference was to seek the
adoption of the nost effective restrictions that were achi evabl e on the use
and transfer of anti-personnel |andm nes. However, it was inportant that
partici pants be wary of rejecting achi evabl e good for unachi evabl e best.

New Zeal and woul d wel cone a conpl ete ban on the use, manufacture, stockpiling
and transfer of all non-self-destructing anti-personnel |andm nes, but

acknow edged with regret that such a step was unlikely to be accepted. In
order to achi eve consensus, it would be necessary to nake provision over the
mediumtermfor exceptions to such a ban, exceptions which, however, should be
strictly delimted. Pending a conplete ban, the Review Conference should send
a clear nessage to those responsible for nanufacturing | andm nes and for
determining mlitary inventories that international norns had shifted away
fromthe use of |long-lived mnes, and that wherever possible stocks of such
weapons shoul d be replaced by mnes with a fixed, short-term self-destruct
peri od. New Zeal and supported the amendnent of article 4 of Protocol Il in
such a way as to make that clear.

54. New Zeal and fully supported the conpl ete prohibition of non-detectable
m nes and mnes designed to be triggered by nmine-detection equiprment. It also
supported the inclusion in the Protocol of nmeasures dealing with the inport
and export of |andm nes; such neasures should prohibit their transfer to
States which were not parties and to non-State entities; it al so nade sense to
ban the transfer of any type of nine prohibited under the revised Protocol II,
for to do otherw se woul d reduce the effectiveness of the Protocol's other
prohi bitions and restrictions. New Zeal and wel coned the consensus t hat

had energed to extend the scope of the Protocol beyond international

armed conflict, since recent history had shown that nmany of the nost

serious | andm ne probl ens had occurred in the course of civil war and its
after mat h.

55. I nf ormati on-sharing and confi dence-buil di ng should be a central part of
any revised Protocol Il regine, and the suggestion of a register was a

val uabl e one. New Zeal and al so favoured the creation of an effective,

stream ined verification systemwhich would allow for fact-finding of the type
provided for under article 90 of Additional Protocol |I to the Geneva
Conventions. Provision should be nade for individual crimnal liability in
international |aw for grave breaches of the Protocol. The proposal s appended
to the Chairman's rolling text included all the el ements necessary for an
effective transparency, verification and conpliance regine.

56. Ceneral Assenbly resolution 49/75 D expressly mentioned the need to nove
with evol ving technol ogy towards tighter controls on |andmnes, and it was for
that reason that New Zeal and regarded nore frequent review conferences as an

i nportant part of a strengthened Protocol Il regine. The existing provisions
shoul d be anmended to allow States parties to request the convening of a
conference to review Protocol 11 if no such conference had taken place in the

precedi ng five years, and New Zeal and woul d be submitting proposal s on that
i ssue at the current conference
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57. The establishnent of a conmmission to address Protocol 11 issues would be
val uable. Such a body woul d provide a forumfor exchanging infornation and
pronoting inplementation; it could devel op anendnent proposal s and undertake
preparatory work for formal review conferences.

58. Wi | e amendrent of Protocol Il should be the primary focus of the Review
Conf erence, New Zeal and supported the adoption of the draft text of a fourth
Protocol dealing with blinding | aser weapons.

59. Ms. Ghose (India), Vice-President, took the Chair

60. M. BERGNO (Cbserver for Chile) said that the review of the Convention
and its Protocols was a matter of fundanmental inportance in the field of

di sarmanent, the devel opment of international hunmanitarian |aw and the
protection of human rights. The Convention had not achieved its ai mbecause
of the limted nunber of signatories and ratifications, because it did not
provi de the necessary neans to prevent the excessive danmage caused by wars

whi ch were often not international conflicts, because there had not been the
requi red progress in negotiations on conventional disarnmanent and because the
Convention did not provide the necessary enforcenment and verification

mechani sns. The Convention and Protocol Il represented a convergence between
the strategic viewthat there was no alternative to anti-personnel mnes and
humani tari an reason, which rebel |l ed agai nst a system of weapons that caused

i ndi scrimnate danmage to civilian popul ati ons, especially children. The
resultant of those contradictory forces was not so nmuch a synthesis as a
conpromi se, which did not provide the necessary protection for the victins of
conflicts that were increasing both in nunber and in intensity. There was no
single viable solution to the enornmous chal | enge posed by 100 m | lion ni nes;
efforts had to be nade on a nunber of fronts, such as a noratoriumon exports,
control of conventional weapons and international cooperation in mne

cl earance. Those efforts would be carried on in other foruns. They should
not be confused with the specific task of the Revi ew Conference, which was to
consi der why the Convention was not proving effective and adapt it to meet new
Ci r cunst ances.

61. Chile was willing to cooperate in that endeavour. It had supported the
Ceneral Assenbly resolution declaring a noratoriumon exports, and for nore
than a decade no nines had been manufactured in Chile. Arns exports from
Chile were subject to strict procedures. |If consensus were reached to
transformthe Convention into an effective tool of disarmnent and
international hurmanitarian law, Chile would join other Latin Arerican
countries in acceding to the Convention and its Protocols.

62. Chil e hoped that the Review Conference would result in the Convention
acquiring an inplenentati on nechanism The three alternative proposal s
relating to verification and conpliance in the Chairman's rolling text were
conpl enentary and not mutually exclusive. Chile's preference would be for the
establ i shment of a commi ssion of States parti es.
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63. Wth regard to the alternatives in respect of the material scope of
application, they were simlar in substance, but reflected different enphases.
There was agreenent on the range of weapons to be covered and on the need to
extend the scope of application to include non-international conflicts, and it
shoul d be possible to acconmodate the interests both of States and of
international law It was essential to recognize that nost of the danage
produced by anti-personnel nines was caused in non-international conflicts,
and the victins thereof should be provided with the necessary protection

64. The restrictions on the use of anti-personnel mnes were in genera
adequat e, but they should al so be consistent with the devel oprment of concepts
of international security and strategic doctrine favouring the val ues of

def ence and deterrence and the non-offensive approach to common security. The
pronoti on of such concepts in parallel wth technol ogi cal advances shoul d
serve to bridge the gap between what was permtted and regul ated and what was
unaccept abl e practi ce and shoul d be prohibited.

65. Wth regard to verification, it would be necessary to proceed with
caution, naking sure that it did not involve any nore intrusion than was
strictly necessary. The mechani sns provided for in the chenical and

bi ol ogi cal weapons conventions could be taken as a nodel, wth due all owance
for the difference in subject-matter.

66. Chil e supported the extension of protection envisaged in article 8, the
i nproved technol ogi cal cooperation and assi stance provided for in article 9,
and the adoption of all necessary and appropriate nmeasures to protect the
civilian popul ati on.

67. The Revi ew Conference offered an opportunity to anal yse the nain
problens that woul d arise with the devel opnent of new weapons, such as |aser
m crowave, radiological, electronic and environnental nodification systens.
Wth one exception, it would be prenature to try to regulate their use, but
the Conference should at | east issue a solemn declaration that such weapons
ought to be subject to the principles and nornms of international humanitarian
law. The exception was blinding | aser weapons; Chile favoured i mediate

consideration of the draft Protocol on the subject. It would also be worth
while giving consideration at a later stage to small-calibre weapons and naval
mnes. In general, Chile hoped that the Review Conference would be able to

establ i sh gui delines for preventive action to prohibit the devel opnent of
i nhurmane technol ogi es and thereby to avoid the need to renedy the misery they
m ght cause

68. M. MXHER (Canada) said that the Revi ew Conference shoul d eval uate every
proposal and neasure in relation to the fundanental principles set forth in
the Convention, namely, the inportance of pursuing every effort to secure
general and conpl ete di sarmanent under strict and effective internationa
control, the need to continue the codification and progressive devel opnent of
the rules of international |aw applicable in armed conflict, the genera
principle of the protection of the civilian popul ati on agai nst the effects of
hostilities, and the principle that prohibited the enpl oynent in arned
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conflicts of weapons, projectiles and nmaterial and nethods of warfare of a
nature to cause superfluous injury or unnecessary suffering. The Review
Conference should al so respond to the fact that the 1990s had been
characterized by a tragic increase in conflicts, nmostly of an internal nature,
with their origins in social, ethnic, religious and cultural differences
Continued efforts should be made to pronote political, econom c and socia
devel opnent, to inprove crisis prevention and conflict resolution and to
undertake nore cost-effective humanitari an assi stance and reconstruction

pr ogr ammes.

69. The Revi ew Conference's central purpose was to ensure that the
Convention was as effective as possible. It should issue a forcefu
declaration calling upon all nenbers of the international community to becone
Parties to the Convention; provision should be nade for a review every five

years; and its scope should be progressively extended to cover new issues. In
particul ar, a new protocol should be adopted to prohibit the use of blinding
| aser weapons. The Revi ew Conference should ensure that Protocol 11 dealt

effectively with the tragi c consequences of the indiscrimnate use of
| andmi nes.

70. Canada firmy believed that the objective of the international community
shoul d be the elimnation of anti-personnel |andm nes, but that woul d not be
achi evabl e for sonme time, so the Review Conference should be sufficiently
realistic not to demand too nuch and risk |osing everything. The preparatory
nmeetings had identified a range of necessary anendnents, such as an effective
detectability standard, the conversion of inventories to self-neutralizing
and/ or self-destructing | andm nes, severe limtations on the use of so-called
“dunmb mnes”, and controls on transfers, but in Canada's opinion two
amendnents were critical.

71. Firstly, if the scope of Protocol Il could not be anended to include
internal conflicts, it would be severely linmted in its effectiveness and the
Revi ew Conf erence woul d be exposed to ridicule by the internati onal comunity.
In fact, Canada would prefer to see the scope of the entire Convention
extended to include internal conflicts. The concern that extending the scope
tointernal conflicts would infringe State sovereignty or lead to interference
ininternal affairs should not be ignored, but at the sane time should not be
taken to such an extrene that it would neutralize the efforts of the Review
Conference. Canada strongly supported the anmendnent to article 1 of the
Protocol put forward by the Goup of Experts.

72. The second critical amendment concerned verification of conpliance with
the stricter provisions that were being drawn up. It would be necessary to
have a workabl e process for collecting the required information, a political
nmechani smto consider the information and make judgenents, and provision for
action in the event of violations being discovered. That woul d be not hing
new. innunerable bilateral and nultilateral agreements contai ned provisions
for dealing with conplaints and resol ving di sputes and such neasures were
essential to ensure strict and effective international control. Their
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i ncorporation in the Convention would be a najor step forward towards
achi eving the | onger-termobjective of a conplete ban on all anti-personne
| andm nes.

73. Canada wi shed to see adequate protection afforded to peacekeepers and
those sent into internal and international conflicts to carry out politica
and hunmani tari an tasks on behal f of international, regional and other

hunani tari an organi zati ons. The provisions of the Convention should duly
conpl enent those of the Convention on the Safety of United Nations and

Associ ated Personnel. Canada had been a | eadi ng advocate of that Convention,
and strongly supported the insertion in article 8 of Protocol Il of expanded
protection for such persons.

74. M. SESTAK (Slovakia) said that the nature of arnmed conflicts was
changi ng: between 80 and 90 per cent of injuries were now caused anong the
civilian popul ation, and the civilized world had a noral duty to halt that
trend. The situation had been brought about to a |arge extent by the vast
nunmber of anti-personnel |andm nes deployed in local conflicts in recent
decades. They were sinple and cheap to produce, readily available and easy to
use. They remai ned active and dangerous |long after the end of conflicts and
the conplexity and cost of their removal was thwarting attenpts to prevent
their proliferation.

75. Sl ovaki a therefore wel coned the international community's grow ng

awar eness that the problemcould only be resolved through | ong-termjoint
humani tarian action resulting eventually in the renoval of all mnes and their
total prohibition. It was clear that existing regul ations were not
sufficient. An innovative approach was required that enconpassed the

humani tari an, di sarmanent and arns control aspects of the issue. H's country
had declared a full noratoriumon the export of all types of anti-personne

| andm nes as of April 1994,

76. The weak points of the Convention were threefold: the small nunber of
States parties; the fact that it covered international conflicts only; the
absence of inplenentation and verification nechanisns. Slovakia therefore
supported nmeasures ai med at rapidly increasi ng menbership, the earliest
possible limtation of the availability of mnes and the strengthening of
Protocol Il. 1t considered that the scope of the Convention should be
extended to cover internal conflicts. It was in favour of prohibiting al
categories of mnes that were difficult to detect, all types of anti-personnel
| andm nes equi pped with anti-handling devices and all types of booby-traps and
ot her expl osive devices. It also supported a ban on the use of

non-sel f-destructing and non-sel f-neutralizing anti-personnel |andn nes
outside protected and guarded minefields. Likewi se, it endorsed efforts to
l[imt transfers of anti-personnel [andm nes and thus prevent their
proliferation. Such transfers should only be allowed anong States parties to
the Convention. Transfers that did not neet the new standards and shipnents
to countries that were not parties to the Convention and its Protocol |

shoul d be prohibited, either by provisions under that Protocol or through an

i ndependent control regine.
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77. H's country took the view that the new nmeasures coul d not be effective
unl ess they were supported by a verification nechanismand was in favour of
the creation of a verification conmmssion to investigate any ni suse of
anti-personnel landmnes. Sinmlarly, any serious violation of Protocol I
shoul d come under the jurisdiction of an international court and be classified
as a war crime. Slovakia was also in favour of strengthening neasures to

i ncrease the protection of staff frominternational organizations and nati ona
non- gover nnent al organi zati ons i nvol ved i n peace- keepi ng, humanitarian aid or
dem ni ng operati ons.

78. H s del egation would give full support to a ban on the production and
use of |aser weapons to cause pernanent blindness as a nethod of warfare.

79. H s country was ready to participate in dem ning programmes using its
own mlitary equipment and to nake available the skills and experience of its
experts for future verification exercises. Slovakia would nmaintain its

deci sion not to export mnes and strongly encouraged other States to foll ow
suit.

80. M. MARCHAN (Ecuador) said that one of the nmain challenges facing the
Conference was the need to develop the principles and provisions of
international hurmanitarian |aw w thout affecting the security of States and
the right of self-defence established in Article 51 of the Charter of the
United Nations. Both war and its consequences nust be governed by |aw
Countries which were the victins of mlitary aggression inevitably sought
nmeans of defending thenselves, but in doing so they ought to conply strictly
with the provisions of the CCW Convention and its Protocols.

81. Ecuador had been the third State to ratify the CCW Convention and al
its Protocols. As a peace-loving country, which in the past had been prey to
mlitary occupati on and aggression, it considered that while every effort
shoul d be nade to nove towards the goal of dismantling all weapons, it was

al so necessary to inprove the legal instrunents and nechani sns for the
peaceful settlement of conflicts.

82. The Conference would be helping to pronote the rule of lawif it
succeeded in laying down clear rules, setting up transparent verification
mechani sns, protecting the right of self-defence, strengthening

confi dence-bui |l di ng neasures, adopting all the necessary safeguards to protect
the civilian popul ation and elimnating fromthe outset those new weapons

desi gned to cause even greater human suffering. The Secretary-Ceneral of the
United Nations had justifiably accorded top priority to such matters in his
report “An Agenda for Peace”.

83. In that spirit, Ecuador was in favour of extending the scope of the
Convention to cover all types of armed conflicts, inline with articles 2
and 3 of the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949. It al so supported a total
ban on the production and use of non-detectable and non-sel f-destructing
mnes. Such a provision would encourage conpliance with the obligation to
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remove mnes once a conflict had ended, although it would of course also be
necessary to have procedures for establishing that a conflict was well and
truly over.

84. Ecuador al so supported the inclusion of provisions in the Convention
making it an obligation for those States parties which were in a position to
do so to provide technical assistance for mne renmoval. |In that connection
the creation of a database accessible to all Menber States would be extrenely
useful. It should contain information on the technol ogy used for the
producti on, renoval and self-destruction of mnes. The United Nations shoul d
also maintain a register of mne renoval experts whose services Menber States
coul d draw upon if necessary.

85. He endorsed the proposals for the inclusion of verification measures and
conpl ai nt and sanction procedures in Protocol Il. However, they would not be
effective unless institutional nechani sns were established and granted
sufficient authority and |l egal and material resources. It was essential to
encourage international financial aid for mne renmoval, which should
preferably be channelled through the United Nations and the Vol untary Trust
Fund for Assistance in Mne dearance. The Fund should be run on the
principle of shared responsibility with conpul sory contributions from States
whi ch manuf actured and exported mnes as well as additional voluntary
contributions fromother countries and possibly non-governmental sources.

86. Ecuador believed that the anendrments to the CCW Convention shoul d focus
on strengthening the humanitarian aspects of the instrunent and its Protocols.
It wel coned the presence of such a | arge nunber of international and

non-gover nment al organi zati ons and press agenci es, which reflected the broad

i nterest and concern about the issues at stake.

87. M. TENG MOLY (Coserver for Canbodia) read out a nmessage fromthe King
of Canbodi a, which described the | egacy of horror left by |andmnes in
Canbodia. It had the hi ghest percentage of inhabitants disabled by such
weapons. During 1990 and the first quarter of 1991, |andm nes had injured
nore conbatants and non-conbatants than any ot her weapon, and nore than half

of those injured had been innocent civilians. The country was already
infested with | andm nes, yet the warring sides continued to plant still nore,
wi thout keeping any record of their |ocation, which made it very difficult to
detect and renove them The King expressed his appreciation of the efforts
made by several NGOs, including Norwegi an People's Aid, the HALO Trust, MAG
and COFRAS, which had provi ded Canbodi ans with intensive training in dem ning
operations. So far 0.4 per cent of Canbodi an | and had been cl eared and 40, 000
m nes renoved together with sone 170, 000 unexpl oded pi eces of ammrunition.
Thanks were al so due to international organizati ons and prosthetic agencies

i ncl udi ng AM5, Canbodi a Trust, the International Commttee of the Red Oross
(I1CRO, WAF and Handicap International for the assistance provided to the
victinms of |andm nes in Canbodia. The King appeal ed to countries producing

[ andm nes to join the Canbodi an Governnent in enforcing a conplete ban on the
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use, production, stockpiling, sale, transfer and export of anti-personnel
m nes, including the new generation of self-destructing and self-neutralizing
m nes.

88. The message fromthe King of Canbodi a was al so an appeal on behal f of
the entire Canbodi an nation, which had endured so nmuch suffering froma weapon
whose use was no longer justified. The ban on anti-personnel |andm nes had
recei ved wi de support in the country. Addressing an international conference
on |l andm nes, held in Phnom Penh in June 1995, the Chairman of the Nationa
Assenbl y, speaking on behalf of the King, had called for sanctions for those
who used and laid | andm nes. He had appeal ed to m ne-producing nations to
hal t production and destroy all existing arsenals of |andm nes and to ban
their sale and shipment. He had urged the inmedi ate cessati on of new m ne
planting and the i medi ate destruction of all l[andm nes in the hands of the
Khner Rouge.

89. The CGovernnent of Canbodia was currently drafting |egislation which
woul d ban the producti on, use, possession, transfer, trade, sale, inport and

export of anti-personnel mnes. It would provide for crimnal penalties,
including fines, for offences conmtted by civilians or by nmenbers of the
police or armed forces. It further stipulated the destruction of existing

m ne stockpiles and the creation of a mne control conmi ssion.

90. The Canbodi an del egati on had come to the Review Conference with a view
to achieving an international ban on anti-personnel |andm nes, but was wlling
to cooperate with others in ensuring the success of the neeting. In due

course it would take steps to sign and ratify the revised Convention and
becone a party to it.

91. M. BODEMAR (Cbserver for the Ofice of the United Nations H gh

Conmi ssioner for Refugees) said that, in the words of the Secretary-CGeneral of
the United Nations, the landmne crisis was now an ongoi ng humani tarian
disaster. It was of particular concern to the Ofice of the United Nations

H gh Commi ssioner for Refugees (UNHCR), since |andm nes killed and mai ned
asyl um seekers, refugees and returnees and, in the last five years, had

i ncreasingly obstructed UNHCR s staff in their work. Landm nes prevented and
endangered the flight of civilians, trapping themin areas of conflict, and

i npeded the access of hunanitarian staff and life-saving aid. After conflicts
were over, they prevented the return home of refugees and di spl aced persons.
Moreover, even after the clearance of access routes, the presence of nmnes on
arable land made it difficult for returnees to becone self-supporting. Such a
situation increased the transport and other costs of UNHCR operations and
frequently resulted in | ong-termdependence of returnees on internationa

assi stance. Refugee wonen searching for water and firewood and refugee
children who m stook sonme forns of mnes for toys were major victins. The
International Meeting on Mne COearance held in July 1995 had been an

i nportant |andnmark in raising international awareness about the |andm ne
crisis, which had been recognized by all participants as bei ng of enornous
magni tude. The Revi ew Conference provided the opportunity to take the
effective action called for in Geneva to resolve the crisis.
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92. During the preparatory neetings of the Goup of Governnental Experts,
UNHCR had indicated a nunber of areas in which the CCW Convention m ght be
strengthened. First, it was necessary to extend the Convention to cover
internal conflicts, which were becom ng nore and nmore frequent and in which
anti - personnel mnes were increasingly being used in huge quantities and in an
i ndi scrimnate manner. Second, neasures shoul d be adopted to maxi m ze
protection for the staff of United Nations agencies. It was inportant that
the safeguards for United Nations peace-keeping forces applied equally to the
staff of UNHCR and other United Nations hunmanitarian agencies. Third, al
warring parties who used | andm nes, including non-State conbattants, should be
required to keep records and maps showi ng where the mnes were planted and to
make such records readily available to all the United Nations humanitarian
agenci es concerned. Oten hunanitarian staff were the only representatives of
the United Nations present in a mne-infested area, and they nust therefore
have i mredi ate access to such information in order to performtheir work.
Lastly, the Review Conference shoul d adopt nore effective mechani snms to ensure
conpl i ance and nmake the States parties nore aware of their obligations. UNHCR
al so subscribed to the additional and nore detailed anendnents to the
Chairman's rolling text proposed by | CRC and the Departnent of Hunmanitarian
Affairs.

93. G ven the nagnitude of the | andm ne problem measures ained at
controlling and restricting their use would only have a limted inpact. Many
del egations had supported the Secretary-CGeneral's appeal for a total ban on
the use, production and stockpiling of landm nes. The first step towards that
end was a ban on the use, production, stockpiling and sale of anti-personnel
mnes. Wiatever limted mlitary value anti-personnel mnes mght have, it
was in no way commensurate with the toll they took on civilians. They killed
and crippled indiscrimnately and in |arge nunbers, nainly at the end of
conflicts, which was tantanount to a crinme agai nst hunanki nd. Those selling
or manufacturing anti-personnel mnes nust share responsibility for the death
and suffering they caused to innocent people, and their interests nust not be
furthered by those persons called upon to alleviate such suffering. For that
reason UNHCR as well as sonme of its humanitarian partners, required all those
with whomit entered into comrercial procurenment contracts to sign a cl ause
certifying that they did not nanufacture or sell anti-personnel nmines or their
conponent s.

94. The efforts of the humanitarian agencies to contain the effects of

| andm nes were mnute when conpared with the possible achievenents in
preventive terns of the Review Conference. He hoped that participants woul d
not let slip the opportunity for action on which the |lives of nmany depended.

The neeting rose at 6.05 p. m
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The neeting was called to order at 10.30 a.m

GENERAL EXCHANGE OF VI EWS (continued)

1. M. JAKUBOMSKI (Poland) said that his del egation associated itself with
the statenment nade by the representative of Spain on behalf of the European
Uni on.

2. Pol i sh public opinion and the Polish authorities attached great

i mportance to the resolution of the problemof excessively injurious and

i ndi scrimnately used weapons. Anti-personnel |andm nes undoubtedly posed the
greatest threat. Al though his del egation was aware that efforts were needed
inavariety of fields to elimnate inhuman mlitary activities, it felt that
the Review Conference's prinmary task should be to strengthen Protocol Il of

t he CCW Conventi on.

3. The peopl e of Poland knew only too well the price of restoring to nornal
a country saturated with mnes or other explosives fromtheir experience

in clearing unexpl oded nunitions after the Second Wrld War and fromthe
experi ence of Polish personnel engaged in current United Nations peacekeepi ng
operations. They therefore wel comed any concerted action to protect humanity
fromthe global |andm ne disaster

4, He was gratified to note that the nunber of States declaring noratoria
on anti-personnel |andm ne exports was growi ng conti nuously. Poland had
ceased production sonme 10 years earlier, and the policy of the Polish
CGovernnent was strictly inline with relevant United Nations CGeneral Assenbly
resol uti ons of 1993 and 1994, whi ch had been co-sponsored by Poland. The
Pol i sh Council of Mnisters had, two weeks previously, adopted a resolution

i mposing, up to the year 1998, a noratoriumon the export of anti-personne

| andm nes that were undetectabl e by el ectronagnetic devices or

non-sel f-destructing and non-sel f-neutralizing, thus formally endorsing

a de facto noratoriumwhich had exi sted since the begi nning of 1994.

5. As one of the original parties to the CCW Convention, Poland had al ways
supported the idea of strengthening the protective systemcreated by the
Convention and its Protocols. It had participated actively fromthe very

begi nning in the work of the Goup of CGovernnental Experts and engaged in
conpl enentary activities related to the issue of anti-personnel |andm nes.
It had submtted a proposal to the CSCE on tackling the problemin Europe,
and specific proposals were being devel oped on that basis.

6. Poi nting out that anti-personnel |andm nes were mainly used for

sel f-defence by States with Iimted human and econom c resources and that,
consequently, they formed a significant elenent of the legitimate defence
systens of many States, he said that a systemof prohibitions and restrictions
agreeable to all States should be established if the Convention and its
Protocols were to be nade really effective and universally adhered to.
Specific prohibitions and restrictions should concentrate on the use and
transfer of anti-personnel |andmnes. H s delegation favoured a conprehensive
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prohi bition on the use of renotel y-delivered m nes which were not

sel f-destructing. Simlarly, Poland supported the idea of prohibiting the
use of mnes which were non-detectable by regul ar el ectronagnetic neans.
Furthernore, the use of anti-personnel |andm nes w thout self-destructing and
sel f-neutralizing nmechani sns should be strictly limted and precisely defined.

7. Pol and strongly supported the recommendati on of the G oup of
Covernnental Experts to extend the applicability of Protocol Il to
non-international arned conflicts, since the overwhelmng majority of cases of
i ndi scrimnate and irresponsi bl e use of anti-personnel |andm nes had occurred
in such conflicts

8. Recogni zing the urgent need to extend the protective provisions of
Protocol Il to United Nations and associ ated personnel and to personnel of
clearly specified hurmanitarian m ssions, Poland had already submtted a
rel evant proposal and participated constructively in ajoint initiative
undertaken during the neetings of the Goup of Governmental Experts.

9. The provi sions concerning nmne clearance were a very inportant part

of Protocol Il. However, sone States would be unable to participate in

that process w thout technol ogi cal cooperation and assistance. At the
International Meeting on Mne O earance Assistance, Poland had offered to
provi de training for indigenous dem ners and nedical treatnent, surgery and
rehabilitation for landmne victins. Polish mlitary personnel serving with
the United Nations peace-keeping operations had traditionally been involved in
dem ning activities.

10. Wth regard to the question of verification and conpliance, Poland was
generally in favour of creating an international body, perhaps a Comm ssion of
States Parties, that woul d concentrate on encouraging proper inplenentation of
Protocol I1. He believed that such a concept could be acceptable to al

States parti es.

11. The Pol i sh del egation supported the idea of adding a new protocol on
blinding |asers to the Convention and was fully prepared to contribute to
that end. Such a new instrunent woul d not hanper technol ogi cal progress
in laser targeting techniques, the humanitarian aspect of which seenmed to
be self-evident. He also agreed with the widely expressed view that

t echnol ogi cal progress necessitated nore frequent review conferences in
the future. The interval between them shoul d not exceed five years.

12. M. DAVIS (United Kingdom) said that his Governnent shared the

wi despread abhorrence at the terrible suffering caused to civilians, nmuch of

it long after hostilities had ended, by the irresponsible and indiscrimnate
use of landmnes. It strongly endorsed the view that the internationa
communi ty ought to address the problemurgently and effectively. Earlier in
1995 it had announced a broadening of the scope of its national noratorium
introduced in 1994. A total ban was now being i nposed on the export of

non- det ect abl e or non-sel f-destructing anti-personnel mnes as well as on the
export of all anti-personnel |andnm nes to countries which had not ratified the
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CCW Convention, with the aimof ending the trade in those types of

anti - personnel |andmnes that were potentially the nost dangerous to
civilians. Despite the commtnent denonstrated by other States which had
announced initiatives of their own, however, everyone knew that nationa
nmeasures al one woul d not be enough. Wat was needed was a concerted effort by
the internati onal community, and the Review Conference was an inportant step
in that direction

13. It was easy to say “ban all |andm nes”, but the vast mgjority of
countries, including the United Kingdom regarded themas a |egitinate nmeans
of defence, provided they were used responsibly and in accordance with the
laws of war. Cdearly, the real problemlay el sewhere. A ban on | andm nes by
sone of the nost responsible countries would have little effect in the areas
with the biggest problens, and | andm nes would continue to be used. H's
Covernnent's aimwas to ensure that the international rules for the use of

[ andm nes were tightened up and that countries which did not follow those

rul es were denied access to them However, it was necessary to go further and
to strive to reduce existing stocks of non-self-destructing anti-personne
mnes until they were phased out of existence.

14, M nes had been descri bed as weapons which acted in slow notion, and it
was their so-called “del ayed action” which led to such terrible protracted
suffering. Al landm nes could cause injuries to civilians as well as
soldiers if msused, but a | andm ne which self-destructed after a given period
ceased to be a danger. That is why the United Ki ngdomwas keen to see

sel f-destructing mnes become the norm H's Covernment was convinced that a
failure rate of one in a thousand for such mnes was possible and insisted
that that standard be witten into the definition for self-destructing
anti-personnel mnes in the revised Protocol Il1. Any anti-personnel mne that
did not neet that standard should be classified as non-sel f-destructing, as a
“dunb” mne, with all the prohibitions attracted by that definition.

15. H s Government's specific objectives for the Review Conference were set
out in the European Union's Joint Action agreed earlier in 1995. The shared
aimwas to achieve a Convention with w der application, extending to interna
conflicts, where so many of the abuses of |andm nes occurred, w th w der
adherence and with strengthened provisions to protect civilians. It was

i nportant that the Convention should set down clear definitions and standards
for self-destructing mnes. It should stipulate how and when m nefields were
to be marked. It should ensure that ninefields were properly mapped, both to
assi st mne clearance after a conflict and to protect hunanitarian agencies.
There shoul d al so be effective provisions to assist those agenci es when
working in those areas. The Protocol should ensure that mnes were
detectabl e. Non-detectabl e anti-personnel mnes should be conpl etely banned.
The Protocol should also introduce controls on transfers and it should have an
effective verification mechani sm

16. Wil e he was hopeful that the outcome of the Conference would be a

much strengt hened Convention, he warned that the Convention al one coul d not
solve all the problens caused by |andm nes. Further efforts, and further
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conpl enentary neasures, woul d be needed, which the United Ki ngdom woul d
continue to support. One such neasure, which he believed to be of particul ar
i nportance, was the proposal nmade by the United Ki ngdomtogether with the
United States of Arerica, for an anti-personnel Landm ne Control Programre
whi ch woul d seek to stop the production of “dunb” mnes and woul d reduce
reliance on themby a decl ared, steady programme of stockpile reductions.
The Programme was designed to conpl enent and suppl enent current efforts to
strengthen the Convention. It recognized the inportance of humanitarian
assi stance, including assistance in mne clearance, and would require
participating States to pledge help as far as possible. The first
multilateral meeting in Budapest in June 1985 to di scuss the proposal had

been a successful first step, but rmuch work still |ay ahead
17. The enormous probl em of existing anti-personnel nmnes which continued to
kill and maimcivilians still needed to be dealt with. He paid tribute to the

work of the United Nations Department of Hunanitarian Affairs, particularly in
conveni ng the International Conference on Mne Oearance in July 1995, and to
the work of non-governnental organizations |ike the Halo Trust and the M nes
Advi sory Goup. The International Coonmttee of the Red Gross and ot her

organi zations were working tirelessly to support |landmne victins. Assistance
i n dem ni ng woul d undoubtedly renain a high priority for many years to cone.
Since 1991 the United Kingdom had contributed sone £15.9 mllion to dem ning
operations, concentrating on sone of the worst affected countries. Experts
fromthe United Ki ngdom had worked on m ne-cl earance projects and on training
| ocal personnel to take on the task thenselves. H's CGovernment woul d continue
to give synpathetic consideration to requests for assistance of that kind.

18. Ms. BESKER (Croatia) said that her country did not produce |andm nes or
booby-traps, but had been plagued by themas a result of the war |aunched by
Ser bi a/ Montenegro in 1991. Both for that specific reason, and on principle,
Coatia had participated in the work of the Goup of Governnental Experts from
t he begi nni ng.

19. Alnost 2.5 million mnes had been planted in Croatia over an area of
300, 000 hectares. Special arny units and civil defence personnel had been
wor ki ng continuously to clear them They had renoved over 200,000 nmi nes and
unexpl oded nunitions at barracks of the forner Yugoslav National Arny,
airfields, areas of conmbat operations, zones of separation and nany ot her
accessi bl e areas. Casualties had been nmany, especially because Oroatia | acked
noder n equi prent and technol ogy. The work that renained to be done was

10 tinmes greater than that already done, and her country would therefore

have to rely heavily on technical cooperation and assistance through the
United Nations, other international bodies and individual countries. Coatia
al so needed assi stance in identifying how m ne-cl earance programmes coul d best
be inpl enented. Once peace was restored, civil authorities and specialized
conpani es, together with the Mnistry of Reconstruction and Devel opnent,
shoul d take over responsibility for conpleting that work.
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20. Apart fromthe danger posed by the mnefields in Goatia to the
security and lives of the people, their clearance al so took a heavy toll on

an econony al ready overburdened by the costs of post-war reconstruction and
rehabilitation. The cost of the national m ne-clearance programe, according
to current estinates, amounted to US$ 300 mllion over several years, for
which CGroatia would have to seek international assistance. She therefore
appeal ed to donor countries to step up their support to the Voluntary Trust
Fund | aunched by the United Nations Secretary-General. The funds collected so
far woul d not cover the costs of clearing one fifth of the mnes in CGoatia

al one.

21. Utimately, a stable peace in all Ooatia and the regi on was necessary
to enable full concentrati on on organi zi ng post-war mne clearance. |t was
the precondition for the safe return of displaced persons and refugees, and
hence the first priority in the reconstruction of war-ravaged parts of the
country. The draft mne cl earance programme al so covered the 4.6 per cent of
Coatia' s territory which was still under occupation and the subject of
negoti ations within the internationally sponsored peace process.

22. Agai nst that background, OGroatia strongly supported the revision of
Protocol Il to strengthen its authority, broaden its scope and secure the
adherence of many other countries. In that respect, she wel coned the emnerging

consensus on a nunber of inportant issues, some of which were particularly
important for her country. First, OGoatia strongly supported the extension

of the scope of both the Convention and Protocol Il to cover conflicts of

a non-international character. Second, Croatia favoured the ban on

anti - personnel | andm nes which were not easily detectable and on
renotel y-del i vered m nes which were not self-destructive or self-neutralizing.
Third, her Governnent woul d favour a prohibition on the use, devel opnent,
manuf acture, stockpiling and transfer of anti-personnel nm nes and booby-traps.
However, since there appeared to be no consensus on that for the tine being,
Croatia supported the strengthening of the technical parts of the Protocol on
prohi bitions and restrictions, as well as on recording and detectability, the
establ i shnent of a verification and enforcenent regine, and strengthened

i nternational technol ogical cooperation and assistance in mne clearance.

23. She supported the proposal put forward by Austria for a Protocol IV on
Bl i ndi ng Wapons. The enpl oynent of |aser beans as a nethod of warfare shoul d
be prohibited and an appropriate instrunment added to the body of hunmanitarian
| aw.

24. M. LI Changhe (China) observed that since the emergence of
international |law, Governments and jurists had paid increasing attention to
ways of regulating acts of war between States in legal form Such precepts as
that the belligerents' right to select neans and net hods of warfare was not
unlimted and that the use of weapons which m ght cause unnecessary suffering
was prohibited had becone basic principles of international law. As a
concrete reflection of those principles, the CCWConvention woul d continue to
play an essential role in reducing the cruelty of wars.
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25. Chi na had been anongst the first States to sign and ratify the CCW

It had faithfully fulfilled its obligations under the Convention and nade
enormous efforts towards realizing its objectives. The Chinese Government had
publici zed the Convention extensively anong its mlitary forces, and the
mlitary had sponsored many seminars on the Convention together wth
interested Chinese and foreign institutions. Chinese troops strictly abided
by the Convention in their mlitary activities. No violation had ever
occurred. In their plans for weapon devel opnent, the Chinese mlitary had
taken the Convention fully into consideration. The Chi nese Government had
carried out |arge-scale mne-clearance canpaigns to protect the civilian
popul ation. It had al so engaged in international cooperation in nine

cl earance and provi ded assi stance to other countries affected by | andm nes,
supplying themwi th mne detectors free of charge and hel ping themtrain mne
clearers

26. In spite of the recent detente, about 100 million mnes |left over from
past wars still threatened the |ives and property of innocent civilians. The
present Conference, convened agai nst that background, provided an opportunity
to inprove and strengthen the Convention and its Protocols in two respects.
First, their universality could be enhanced. No natter how conprehensive a
law was, it could not be fully effective if it was not observed universally.
Chi na thus wel comed the recent accession of a nunber of countries to the
Convention and its Protocols. The fact renained, however, that there were
still only 49 States parties —less than one third of the internationa
community. O particular concern was the fact that many countries still at
war or wth uncleared mnefields had not yet acceded to those instrunents —a
state of affairs that seriously undermined their effectiveness. It was thus a
priority to encourage nore countries to accede to the Convention and its

Prot ocol s.

27. The other main task of the Conference was to nmake the provisions of
those instrunents nore rational and nore effective. Al rules pertaining to
the neans and nethods of warfare were the products of a bal ance and conpronise
between legitimate mlitary needs and huranitarian considerations. Gven the
nunber of innocent civilians injured as a result of the indiscrimnate use

of landm nes, it was necessary to revise Protocol 11, inposing further
restrictions on their use. It nmust not, however, be forgotten that m nes
were al so effective defensive weapons, enabling countries to resist foreign
aggression. Al States had a legitimate right to use mnes to oppose foreign
aggressors. Both humanitarian ideals and legitimate mlitary needs must thus
be taken into consideration when revising Protocol II

28. He wished to explain the nain positions of the Chinese CGover nnment
regarding the revision of that Protocol. First, given the risk of injuries
to the civilian popul ati on, China favoured expanding its scope to include
donestic armed conflicts. However, in order to avoid adverse | ega
consequences, the Protocol should rmake it clear what was nmeant by
“non-international armed conflicts” and should stipulate that the expansion
of its scope should not change the legal status of the parties to a conflict
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or of the disputed territories involved. It should also provide that the
Convention should be legally binding on all parties to donmestic armed
conflicts on the territory of a State party.

29. Secondly, China supported the marking of mnefields and mned areas with
uni formsigns, and the standardi zation of the records of mnefields, with a
viewto mnimzing civilian casualties. However, three principles should be
observed in that regard: international marks and records of mnefields should
not undernine a State's right to self-defence; States parties should be
allowed to determne the use of international marks in the light of their
specific self-defence environnents; and a State party shoul d have the right

not to make public the records of mnes placed within its territory for the
pur pose of self-defence

30. Thirdly, the revision of Protocol 11, which was aimed at reduci ng
civilian casualties, should not undermne States parties' self-defence
capabilities and should take into account their varying scientific and
technol ogi cal capacities. Those should be the guiding principles in
consideration of the types of mines to be prohibited and the criteria for
detectability and the reliability of self-destruction nechanisns.

31. Fourthly, countries plagued by | andm nes general |y had war-danmaged
econom es. The international community was duty bound to provi de those
countries with assistance, first and forenost in connection wth nine
clearance. H's delegation favoured including a provision on that question in
the Protocol. Furthernore, since it would contain sonme technical criteria
there shoul d al so be provisions on the pronoti on of technical cooperation and
assistance for its inplenmentation, ainmed at hel ping States parties with |ess
advanced technical capabilities to fulfil their obligations.

32. Fifthly, verification of the Protocol had been a controversial issue at
the neetings of the Goup of Governnental Experts. The nost practica

approach for the present would be to fornul ate transparency nmeasures rather
than a conplex and intrusive verification mechanism It would be of little
use to set up a verification nechanismwhile many countries suffering fromthe

indi scrimnate use of mnes were still not parties to the Convention and its
Protocols. Furthernore, an intrusive verification mechanism and the
financial burden it would entail, mght discourage States not parties from

acceding to those instrunents.

33. Sixthly, since the Convention and its Protocols fell largely within the
franmework of the laws of war and humanitarian | aws, they should, strictly
speaking, deal only with the use of weapons, and not with their transfer.
However, in the interests of reducing the threat to civilians, his del egation
could agree to the inclusion of provisions banning the transfer of mnes the
use of which was prohibited by the Protocol

34. Finally, he wi shed to point out that the Chinese text of the Convention

and its Protocols was inprecise in many places, and differed fromthe English
text in some of its provisions. Wien signing the Convention, the Chinese
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Covernnent had nmade a reservation on that question, hoping that the issue
coul d be resolved shortly. The present Conference woul d provide a good
opportunity to deal with that natter

35. M. KRYLOV (Russian Federation) said that the nost topical issue facing
the Conference was the problemof [andm nes. Russians understood only too
well the suffering caused by landmnes in nmany parts of the world, for, in
spite of the clearance efforts undertaken since 1945, thousands of Russian
citizens had been killed or injured by mnes laid during the Second Wrld War.
The Russi an Federation actively supported the international comunity's
efforts to inpose strict limtations on the use of mnes, and in August 1993
President Yeltsin had proposed a humanitarian initiative to that effect.
Pursuant to that initiative, at the end of 1994 the Russi an Federati on had
declared a three-year nmoratoriumon the export of anti-personnel nines.
Simlar neasures had been adopted by a nunber of other States, which woul d
make it possible to limt significantly the proliferati on of weapons having
indi scrimnate effects.

36. However, the export of mnes was only one aspect of the issue. It was
al so inportant to address the question of controls over the use of such
weapons. Broadly speaking, the new draft version of Protocol Il prepared by

the G oup of Governmental Experts was an acceptable basis for further
consideration during the Conference. The proposal to extend the Protocol to
non-international conflicts was a step in the right direction; such conflicts
shoul d logically be covered by the Convention as a whole. The ideas taking
shape in the new draft, particularly with regard to the prohibition of
non- det ect abl e mnes and restrictions on the use of non-sel f-destructing ones,
would help to make mlitary activities in that sphere nore humane

37. H s delegation also noted with interest the proposals ai ned at
establ i shing an adequate |egal franework governing the devel opnent,

production, stockpiling and transfer of mnes and consi dered the proposal to
ban the transfer of mnes to non-governnental entities fully justifiable. The
proposal to ban transfers of mnes to States not parties to the Protocol which
failed to conply with its requirenments was also well founded. The tine had
conme to establish an international reginme under which probl ens concerning the
transfer of mnes could be solved in a civilized fashion.

38. The draft articles intended to establish additional protection for

Uni ted Nations mssions operating pursuant to Chapter VIII of the Charter and
for other humanitarian organizations performng their duties with the consent
of all parties to a conflict were also realistic. Technol ogi cal cooperation
and assistance in nmine-clearing operations should take place within the
framework of international m ne-clearance programes devel oped under the
aegis of the United Nations; there was no need to establish any rigid

i nternational machinery for the purpose. The validity of that approach had
been confirnmed at the Internati onal Meeting on Mne O earance held i n Geneva
in July 1995.
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39. Conpl i ance by States with their obligations was the crucial conponent of
all humanitarian |aw; and a | ack of effective international control was the
mai n adverse factor in that regard. Naturally, sone flexibility was required
if it was to becone universal, the control nechani smmust not frighten off
potential participants, and a bal ance nust be struck between the interests of
different groups of States. That would not be easy. A cautious, step-by-step
approach was needed in order to achi eve positive progress towards an
effective, universally acceptable reginme of international control in that
area. The proposal nmade by the Russian representatives in the Goup of
Covernnental Experts, to create a Conmm ssion of nmenber States that woul d neet
regularly to consider reports on inplenentation of the Protocol's provisions,
was consistent with that approach. However, his del egation was ready to

di scuss other constructive proposals on that set of issues.

40. H s del egation was al so ready to exam ne proposal s ai ned at extending
the scope of the 1980 Convention to cover, first and forenost, all those
situations in which there was a heightened risk that weapons w th
indiscrimnate effects or inflicting excessive injuries mght be used. A case
in point was the new Protocol prohibiting the use of blinding |aser weapons
The Convention had stood the test of tine, but it nust also be adaptable to
change. It thus seened appropriate to consider the possibility of
establ i shing a mechani smthat woul d enabl e parties to the Convention to

keep the issue of revising and inproving international prohibitions and
restrictions on “i nhumane” weapons constantly under review

41. M. VIEGAS (Qbserver for Brazil) said that, following the ratification
of the Convention by the Brazilian Congress in August 1995, Brazil would very
shortly be able to deposit its instrunent of ratification and would thus be
participating in the neetings as a full party to the Convention.

42. Brazil was proud to belong to the nost peaceful and least mlitarized
region of the world, and to be one of the countries with the | owest proportion
of its gross donestic product devoted to mlitary expenditure. It had Iived
in a state of permanent peace and cooperation with all its 10 nei ghbours for

over 100 years. |Its borders were anong the world' s nost stable areas, both
politically and mlitarily. It neither posed nor suffered threats of any
kind. It was thus in a position to joinin the efforts of all those who

favoured strengthening and updati ng the 1980 Convention in order to make it an
effective instrunent in curbing the cruel effects of the use and abuse of
excessively injurious weapons such as anti-personnel nines. Since 1989 Brazi
had not produced or exported a single |andm ne.

43. In striving to produce a text that woul d be an effective instrunent for
achieving its goals, the Conference should adhere strictly to the principles
of international |aw, especially those contained in the Charter of the

United Nations, and should bear in mnd that the natters under consideration
also had nmlitary inplications. Wile keeping in mnd the ideal of a world
totally free of excessively injurious weapons, it should set itself a series
of partial, specific commtnments that would lead to further progress al ong
the road upon which it had enbarked. Concrete results in a nunber of areas
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were already within reach: for exanple, the adoption of a total ban on
undet ect abl e anti - personnel m nes; agreenent on extending the application

of Protocol Il to non-international conflicts; prohibition of exports of
anti-personnel mnes to any country not a party to the Convention; adoption of
sui tabl e mechani sns for followup and verification of inplenentation of the
Convention; strengthening of norns with a viewto preventing, effectively
restricting and, ideally, elimnating all undue use and all forns of abuse

of anti-personnel nines; inposition of limts on the proliferation and

i rresponsi bl e use of mnes; effective control of production, transfer and use
of landm nes by States parties; and adopti on of neasures to prevent and

prohi bit the production and use of blinding | aser weapons.

44, Brazil wel comed the proposed neasures to prohibit the production and use
of blinding |aser weapons. Quite apart fromthe debatable efficacy of such
weapons, their use was unacceptable to civilized nations in any circunstances.
Sel f-destructing, self-neutralizing mnes had been proposed as preferable to
ordinary anti-personnel mnes. |If the use of such mnes was to becone a
feasible alternative worl dwi de, practical means nust be devi sed of ensuring
that the appropriate technol ogy was transferred to the production facilities.

45, Even before becomng a party to the Convention, Brazil had contributed
to efforts to avoid the deplorable results of the proliferation of |andm nes.
Brazilian mlitary personnel had conducted m ne-cl earance operations in

N caragua, Honduras and Surinam under the aegis of the Organization of
Anerican States. Brazilian troops had al so participated or were participating
i n peace-keepi ng operations in Angola and Myzanbi que and had enabl ed | andm ne
cl earance personnel to fulfil their difficult mssions. H's delegation was
ready to participate in the work of the Conference to further curb the use of
excessively injurious weapons.

46. M. ROSU (Coserver for Romania) fully endorsed the views expressed by
the representative of Spain on behalf of the European Union.

47. During the past three decades the use of |andnm nes had grown rapidly,
and it was likely to continue to do so in the future if not subjected to new
controls and restraints. Anti-personnel |andm nes were unique in causing
terrible physical injuries after conflicts had ended. They were regularly
used indiscrimnately and directly against civilians. Even greater

humani tari an probl ens were rai sed by the newer mnes nmade al most entirely of
plastic, those with anti-handling devices and those designed to be renotely
delivered. Landnm nes had becone a daily threat to the United Nations
peacekeepi ng forces in recent years and hel d back the achi everment of peace

48. H's Government had fully participated in the international efforts

made during recent years to address the probl emand had gi ven consi derabl e
attention to the present efforts to strengthen the CCW Convention so as to
provi de better protection for civilians. Ronania had ratified the Convention
and its three Protocols on 24 May 1995. It had wel coned resol ution 49/75 D
adopted by the United Nations General Assenbly on the export of anti-personne
| andm nes and on 1 July 1995 had announced a noratorium of one year on such
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export. It had also joined in the efforts nmade by a nunber of countries to
di scuss possi bl e neans of strengthening the Convention and in that connection
endorsed the United States/United Kingdom proposal to establish an

anti - personnel | andm ne control progranmre.

49. It had al so played an active part in mne clearance, co-sponsoring the
resolution on that subject submtted to the United Nati ons General Assenbly at
its forty-ninth session and supporting the establishment of the Departnent

of Humanitarian Affairs and the Voluntary Trust Fund for Mne O earing
Activities. It had undertaken to cooperate with all concerned to solve the

gl obal probl em of uncleared | andm nes.

50. A conprehensi ve, integrated approach to regul ating the production
transfer and use of |andm nes involved a wi de range of political, |egal,
econom c, social, technical and mlitary factors. The proliferation of
anti-personnel mnes was facilitated by the fact that they were easy to
obtain, sinple to use, and al nost undetectable. Many of the proposals
contained in the Chairman's rolling text would, if adopted, represent

i mportant steps towards preventing further proliferation and use of such
mnes. For instance, it was unfortunate that many countries that were
significant fromthe standpoints of hunanitarian |aw and arns control were not
yet parties to the Convention. The first essential objective of the Review
Conference nust be to find new ways, including positive incentives, for
pronoti ng universal or near-universal adherence to the Convention. A further
priority for most States parties was an extension of the scope of application
of Protocol Il to include conflicts of a non-international character.

51. Ronmani a supported far-reaching restrictions on anti-personnel m nes

wi t hout self-destructing or self-neutralizing nechanisns, with due regard for
every country's right of self-defence. Those neasures night include the
obligation to mark, fence and nonitor such mnefields and to clear them before
leaving. It also advocated a ban on all anti-personnel |andm nes that were
not readily detectable. On the question of verification, States parties
should act in a spirit of conpromse in order to set up effective verification
nmeasur es conpri sing, inter alia, a verification conmssion and a fact-finding
mechani sm The verification systemm ght be conpl emented by transparency
neasures. Ronania favoured the exercise of self-restraint in internationa
transfers of landmnes and the inclusion in Protocol Il of restrictions and
prohibitions on transfers. Lastly, it favoured a significant broadening of

t he scope of technol ogi cal cooperation and the devel opment of new technol ogi es
in mne detection and mne clearance. A coordinated effort on the part of

the entire international community, including the United Nations, other

mul tilateral organi zati ons and non-governmental organi zations, was required if
the scourge of anti-personnel |andmnes was to be elimnated. The Review
Conference provi ded a uni que opportunity to reassert and to strengthen

humani tarian norns in that field.

52. The PRESIDENT inforned the Conference that M. Hansen,
Under - Secretary- General for Hunmanitarian Affairs, and Ms. Machel,
Chai rperson of the United Nations Study on the Inpact of Armed Conflict on
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Children, were unable to attend the Conference and deliver the statements they
had prepared for it in person. Those statenents and an informal policy paper
drawn up by the Department of Humanitarian Affairs had been distributed to al
partici pants.

53. M. MRALES (Quba) said that the indiscrimnate and often irresponsible
use of | andm nes caused untold suffering to i nnocent civilians who happened

to be on the scene of arnmed conflicts. No continent had been spared their
effects, although Latin Arerica had been affected to a much | esser extent than

other regions. Information provided by UN CEF showed that there were at
present 100 mllion anti-personnel |andmnes in over 60 countries and that
another 100 million such mnes were available. It was reckoned that there was

one anti-personnel landmne for every group of 20 children, that no | ess than
10 million such mnes were produced every year and that the nunber of nen,
wonen and children who had been killed or injured by such mnes amounted to

one mllion, according to conservative estimates. In Africa over 20 mllion
anti-personnel |andm nes had been laid in 10 countries. As nany as
24 | andm ne casualties were recorded in Angol a every day. |n Canbodia there

wer e about 35,000 anputees, or one for every 230 inhabitants.

54. Cuba had been conpelled, against its will and with the sol e objective of
ensuring its security, to mne the entire area bordering the naval base of
Quant anano, the only base in the world naintained by force against the will of
the | ocal Covernnent and people. The Governnent had been obliged to take
strict security neasures to protect the civilian population in the area, which
prevented it fromusing the |and for nore useful purposes. 1In spite of al

t hose measures, the pursuance of a hostile and aggressive policy by the

United States had led to a situation in which sone irresponsibl e CQuban
citizens and sone nenbers of the armed forces going to their assistance had
been killed or wounded by landmnes in the area. The Government of Cuba woul d
naturally clear the whole area of mnes following the total wthdrawal of the
United States fromthe base.

55. It could be seen froma study of recent arnmed conflicts in the third
world that the countries involved were not usually producers of mnes, and it
woul d seemuseful to ask in that case how the forces involved in those
conflicts had acquired such mnes. According to data published by the
United Nations, 24 countries of Europe and other devel oped areas of the
worl d produced sone 220 different nodel s of anti-personnel |andm nes, the
United States being the main producer of different nodels of mnes in the
world. Many of those countries, apart fromthose which had declared a
noratorium were naj or exporters of that weapon. Unfortunately, the same
coul d be said of some countries in the third world

56. Cuba produced mnes for the sole purpose of using themin the defence of
its territory. In no circunstances would it use themin any other type of
conflict.
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57. The main features of its policy on anti-personnel |andm nes were as
follows. First of all, Quba was ready to accept a total ban on the export of
all types of mines to other States, whether or not they were parties to the
Convention and its Protocol Il. It was ready to prohibit the production

of non-detectabl e anti-personnel |andm nes and those equi pped with an
anti-handling nmechanism |t was ready to prohibit the use of renotely
delivered mnes or to limt their use to nmnes equipped with self-destructing
or self-deactivating mechani sns which woul d neutralize thensel ves no |ater
than 30 days after being |aunched. It was prepared to ban the use of that
type of mne against eneny territory and accept its use only when strict
nmeasures of identification of the area mned were available. It was ready to
prohibit the use of landmnes in internal conflicts by all parties concerned.
It would join in a consensus to set up a verification commssion to study
specific cases of violations of the obligations undertaken by States parties
brought before it by any State party, under conditions which were clearly set
out in a working docunment prepared by Cuba.

58. Cuba had never exported any type of mnes. It hoped that other
countries woul d adopt the sane position and not place comrercial interests
above humanitarian interests. It was ready to consider any neasure likely to
pronmote internati onal cooperation with regard to mne clearance and to the
transfer of technol ogy, equi pment, experts and scientific and technol ogi ca
information. International cooperation anong States parties would provide a
nost inportant incentive encouraging other States to accede to the Convention.

59. CQuba had decided to take part in the work of the present Conference wth
the firmintention of adopting all necessary nmeasures reflecting the interests
of the international community while at the same tine taking into account its
own security interests in the face of the aggression to which it was
constantly subj ect ed.

60. H s country was ready to consider and adopt an additional Protocol
prohi biting the use of blinding | aser weapons.

61. M. MATHESON (Wnited States of Anerica) said that his country wel coned
the opportunity to attend the present Conference as a full party to the
Convention, which it had ratified in March 1995. It hoped that the Conference
woul d succeed in broadeni ng and strengthening the Convention, particularly
Protocol Il, so as to offer greater protection to civilians involved in areas
of armed conflict.

62. The humani tarian crisis created by the indiscrimnate use of |andm nes
in many areas nust be the central focus of the Conference. The international
community shoul d take vigorous action to deal with all aspects of that crisis,
the final goal being the elimnation of anti-personnel |andm nes, including a
ban on their use, production, stockpiling and transfer, recognizing that
States could nost effectively nove towards that goal as viable alternatives
whi ch significantly reduced risks for civilians were devel oped.
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63. The first step should be a substantial revision of the Protocol on
landmines. |If the restrictions contained in the Protocol had been observed

during the past two decades, there woul d have been considerably fewer civilian
casualties. Unfortunately, however, nost of the States involved in those
conflicts were not parties to the Convention, which in addition did not cover
internal armed conflicts, where nost of those casualties occurred. As a
result, |large nunbers of mines had been | aid without proper narking and
recordi ng and they had often been used for the specific purpose of causing
civilian casualties.

64. The United States intended to press for various provisions to be
included in the current Protocol on landmnes. Firstly, the Protocol should
be expanded to cover internal arnmed conflicts and tines of peace.

65. Secondly, all renotely-delivered m nes should be equi pped w th
sel f-destructing devi ces and back-up sel f-deactivating features to ensure that
they did not detonate even if the self-destructing nmechani smfailed.

66. Thirdly, any anti-personnel |andm nes w thout such features shoul d be
used only within controlled, nmarked and nonitored mnefields. The mnefields
shoul d be protected by fencing or other safeguards to ensure the exclusion of
civilians. They should not be abandoned, otherw se than as a result of eneny
action, unless they were cleared or were turned over to another State which
had undertaken to nmaintain the sane protection. Self-destructing devices
shoul d have a naximumlife span of 30 days fromthe date of enplacenment and
sel f-deactivating features should have a maxi mum|ifespan of 120 days

67. Fourthly, all mnes should be detectable with readily avail abl e
technol ogy so as to lighten the burdens and risks of dem ning.

68. Fifthly, the party |laying mnes shoul d assune responsibility for them
including the obligation to clear themor to naintain themin controlled
fields, so as to protect civilians after hostilities had ended.

69. Sixthly, an effective verification nechani smshould be set up, including
provision for fact-finding i nspections when credible reports of violations had
been nade. If violations were found to have occurred, there should be a
possibility of referring the matter to the United Nations Security Council for
action and of individual crimnal liability for persons who wilfully or
wantonly put the civilian population in danger.

70. Finally, the United States proposed the creation of a nmechanismfor nore
frequent consideration of the Protocol on | andm nes and for an exchange of
views on all aspects of the | andm ne issue.

71. In addition to the main probl emof the use of |andm nes, a nunber of
States had expressed concern about the use of blinding | aser weapons on the
battlefield. The United States had not at first wi shed the Conference to

di scuss any issue other than that of |andm nes, but, in view of the w despread
wi sh for a Protocol on | aser weapons, it had reviewed its position and now
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supported the preparation of a new Protocol prohibiting the use of |asers
specifically designed to cause permanent blindness of unenhanced vi sion.

It would not, however, be able to accept restrictions on the use of |asers
desi gned for other purposes such as targeting, range-finding or countering
optical or electro-optical devices.

72. M. CAFLISCH (Switzerland) said that as the depositary of the Geneva
Conventions and their Additional Protocols, Switzerland fully supported the
devel opnent of international humanitarian law. |t accordingly attached the
ut nost i nportance to the CCW Convention and believed that every effort shoul d
be made to pronote full observance of it. Switzerland had been one of the
first States to ratify the Convention and its Protocols, but it had been able
to do so because of the revision mechanismprovided for in article 8. Those
texts were not satisfactory in every respect and their inplenentation had not
conme up to expectations. H's country had thus been one of those which had
called for a review conference to be convened. The present Conference was the
first in what should be a continuing process.

73. At the Conference Switzerland woul d pl ace the nmain enphasis on

humani tari an consi derations. The nere fact that weapons caused excessive
suffering, |oss and destruction was sufficient reason to ban or limt their
use. The hurmanitarian notive could and should prevail over all mlitary and
strategi c considerations. Nobody had ever |ost a war by renaining human, and
the parties to an arnmed conflict did not have an unlimted right to choose any
net hod of warfare. The use of arns which woul d excessively increase the
suffering of disabled adversaries or woul d make death inevitabl e was

pr ohi bi t ed.

74. Those principles were not contested, and it was therefore to be hoped
that the Conference woul d succeed in drawing up rules that woul d i nprove the
Convention and its three Protocols. Switzerland was particularly interested
in the proposal to create a new Protocol to ban the use of blinding weapons
It would al so be submtting a proposal on small arns and nunitions to the
Conference. But priority nmust be given to the revision of Protocol 1l1. The
recent International Meeting on Mne O earance had sensitized public opinion
to the problens raised by the chaotic dissem nation of 100 mllion |andm nes.

75. Switzerl and considered that a revision of the existing instrunments
shoul d include the follow ng features: extension of the sphere of application
of Protocol II, and possibly of the Convention, to non-international arned

conflicts and to tinmes of peace; prohibition of the manufacture, stockpiling,
transfer and use of non-detectable mnes and of anti-personnel |andm nes not
equi pped with a self-destructing or self-neutralizing nmechani sm prohibition
of the renote delivery of mnes not equipped with sel f-destructing or

sel f-neutralizing nmechani sns; strengthening of the requirenents concerning the
mar ki ng and recording of minefields and the publicizing of their |ocation; and
finally, the establishment of a conpul sory international verification
mechani sm Any finding by such a nechanismthat the provisions of Protocol I
had been viol ated should carry consequences for the States responsible and
require themto put a stop to such violations
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76. Such a revision of the Protocol would not, however, do nuch to sol ve
the mne problemunl ess the new text was generally applied. At present, only
50 States were parties to Protocol Il1. The new rul es should therefore be

acceptable not only to all the States parties but also to the overwhel m ng
majority of menmbers of the international comunity, and especially the
countries which had not yet found it possible to subscribe to the Protocol.

77. M. BELASHOV (Wkraine) said that the grimfigures for the nunber of

| andm nes and their victinms had al ready been spelled out several tines.
Wkraine itself was at present free fromlandm nes, but had suffered i nmensely
fromthemin the past. It had accordingly attached great inportance to the
International Meeting on Mne Cearance, held in Geneva in July 1995, where it
had expressed its readiness to train foreign dem ners, especially those from
countries needing to clear |andm nes produced in the former Soviet Union, and
to provide qualified experts for participation in United Nations or bilatera
m ne-cl earance operations, but mne clearance al one was not enough. The
proliferation of |andnm nes had to be stopped. Very few nine-infested States
produced | andm nes thensel ves; over 85 per cent of uncleared | andm nes had
been purchased or transferred from about 40 m ne-producing States.

78. I'n pursuance of United Nations General Assenbly resolution 48/75 K
of 16 Decenber 1993, Wkraine had inposed a noratoriumon the export of

anti - personnel |andmnes of all types, which had cone into force on

1 Septenber 1995 for a period of four years. The adoption of simlar
noratoria by all States capabl e of produci ng such weapons woul d provi de an

i ncentive for extending the scope of Protocol Il to cover internal conflicts
and tinmes of peace. In that regard, Wkraine endorsed the wording of
alternative Afor article | of Protocol Il, since it avoided unnecessary

di spute about the international or internal nature of a given conflict by
referring to the protection of the civilian population in all circunstances.
krai ne woul d support the adopti on of provisions prohibiting the use of

m nes and ot her devi ces against the civilian population. It also considered
that restrictions should be inposed on the use of | andm nes wi t hout

sel f-destructing nechani sns. Since renotely delivered mnes could be scattered
inlarge quantities and without risk, it was reasonable to require themto

i ncorporate self-destructing mechanisms. H's country al so supported the view
that booby-traps and other simlar devices nmust be prohibited. He concluded
by enphasi zing that Wkrai ne woul d support other provisions of the Convention,
especially the efforts to establish an efficient mechanismfor verification
and conpl i ance.

79. M. Ehrlich (Austria) took the Chair

80. M. PRIVRATSKY (Czech Republic) said that the Czech Republic fully
endorsed the priorities proposed for the Conference by the representatives of
Spai n on behal f of the European Union and associ ated countries.

81. The CCW Convention had had little or no inpact on the use of
anti-personnel |andmnes in recent conflicts, which had had devastating
effects on civilian populations. The mning of water supplies and farmand in
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sonme countries had rendered a return to normal life virtually inpossible, and
countries once self-sufficient in food had come to depend upon internationa
aid. Uncleared | andm nes hindered the repatriation of refugees and econom c
devel opnent. Fortunately, the world' s attention had been drawn to the urgent
need for action. The setting up of a Goup of Governnental Experts under
United Nations General Assenbly resolution 49/79 to prepare the present Review
Conf erence had been a w se deci sion.

82. The Czech Republic al so supported the appeal for national noratoria on
the exportation of anti-personnel |andm nes contained in United Nations
General Assenbly resolution 48/75 and 49/75 D. It had itself declared a
three-year noratoriumstarting on 5 Cctober 1994 on the export, transfer and
sal e of anti-personnel |andmnes. Legal neasures had been introduced to
enforce the noratorium which covered all types of anti-personnel |andm nes
and applied to all countries and all conmercial transactions.

83. The Czech Republic was fully commtted to the Convention and its three
annexed Protocols, but recognized the need to address the shortcom ngs of
Protocol Il and strengthen the | egal basis of the Convention. To achieve that
end it would be necessary, in the first place, to extend the scope of the
Convention to cover internal conflicts, at present a najor weakness, since
nost recent mne use had occurred in such conflicts. Secondly, all |andm nes
not easily detectable nust be prohibited and a worl dw de prohibition inposed
on the transfer of anti-personnel |andm nes w thout a self-destructing
nmechanism The elimnation of “dunb” mnes without self-destructing

mechani sns was obvi ously the common goal, but it would be difficult and costly
to achieve. The Czech Republic al so supported prohibition of the transfer of
mnes to non-State entities and to States not bound by Protocol II. Hs
country, which used to be a | eadi ng nmanuf acturer and exporter of

anti - personnel mnes, had conpletely halted its production since 1990 and had
not issued a single export |icence for such mnes since 1989. The third
priority was to establish the principle that those using m nes were

responsi ble for their renoval. Fourthly, effective inplenmentation and
verification nechani sns shoul d be incorporated into the Convention and a
verification comm ssion set up to investigate violations of Protocol I1.
Finally, provisions to ensure the protection of United Nations operations

and m ssions of the International Conmittee of the Red Oross and ot her

hunani tari an organi zati ons shoul d al so be incl uded.

84. Al t hough the nunber of ratifications of the Convention had risen
consi derably, |limted adherence renained its major weakness. The
strengthening of Protocol Il would not be effective unless it attracted w de

support. Consequently, everything shoul d be done to encourage countries
especi ally m ne-stricken devel oping countries in Asia and Africa, to becone
parties to the Convention and thus foster its universal nature.

85. In the case of blinding | asers, a problemthat had arisen relatively
recently, he appealed to the Conference to adopt an additional protocol on the
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subject to neet hunanitarian concerns, on the understanding that such a
protocol would not affect legitinate mlitary use of such weapons. The Czech
del egation was fully prepared to contribute to such an additi onal protocol.

86. M. LEMOS (Cbserver for Col onbia) said that although Col onbia had not
yet acceded to the Convention, it had foll owed devel opnents with great

interest and participated as an observer in the preparation of the Conference.
Such invol venent was natural, since hundreds of persons in Colonbia had fallen
victinms to the crimnal use of weapons that the Convention was seeking to
prohibit or restrict. Colonbia neither manufactured nor used | andm nes of any
type, but they were used by guerilla groups and paramlitary organi zati ons on
its territory, causing serious harmto its civilian population. The terrible
statistics cited by the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nati ons showed the
need for rapid action to tackle the problemat the root. It was not possible
to deal with it sinply by replacing one kind of |andm ne by another. There
were no good mnes and bad mnes: all were barbarous products intended to
cause harm The so-called “solution” of self-destructing mnes was an

illusion, since they retained their capacity to kill until destroyed,
threatening the civilian popul ati on who inadvertently crossed the areas where
they had been placed. It was even open to question whether the use of any

m nes conferred an operational advantage on the battlefield.

87. For obvi ous reasons, Colonbia was al so very interested in the question
of internal conflicts, which were the nost comron type at present. It hoped
that the Conference would find a way to elimnate the use of nines in
conflicts between States and di ssident arnmed groups, which often did not
consi der thenselves to be bound by treaties and conventions. Hunman

consi derations should prevail over |legal technicalities.

88. Col onbi a al so hoped that the Conference would adopt a Protoco
prohibiting the use of blinding |asers. The tine was appropriate; the
producti on of such weapons was not yet far advanced and quick action would

not only save victins, but reduce the risk and costs of an arns race. He was
sure that if the Conference took firmaction in prohibiting the use of
anti-personnel |andm nes and | aser weapons that caused blindness and in
extendi ng such prohibitions to internal conflicts, the nunber of countries
adhering to the Convention would increase rapidly. It was not the bol dness of
the Convention but its timdity that was the stunbling bl ock to adherence by a
greater nunber of countries.

89. M. WENDL (Cbserver for the International Federation of Red O oss and
Red Crescent Societies) said that the 163 societies in the Internationa
Federati on had w tnessed an unprecedented increase in the msery and
destruction caused by | andm nes. The present Conference had a rare
opportunity to inprove the lives of people all over the world in danger of
sudden crippling injury. Thousands of innocent people were nained every year
by | andm nes. Many of the poorest people had to continue farmng mned fields
and crossing mned areas daily for water and fuel.
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90. Landm nes mained for life. After surgery and the fitting of artificia
l'i mbs, the psychol ogical trauma of the victins took years to heal. Their
productive capacity dropped sharply, |eading to much | ower incones, and hence
poorer health and | ess educati on and poorer prospects for the next generation.
One explosion froma small 10-doll ar device directly affected the lives of
many peopl e.

91. For such peopl e self-neutralizing and detectabl e mnes were no sol ution
Fai lure rates woul d never reach acceptable |evels. People needed absol ute
certainty that the ground was safe. Even in the case of self-destructing

m nes, people woul d never be sure that the way was clear. The Internationa
Federation was firmy convinced that the only answer lay in an outright ban on
the production, stockpiling, transfer and use of |andm nes, applicable to both
internal and international conflicts, and it therefore supported the extension
of the Convention to cover non-international armed conflicts as the first step
towards a total ban.

92. But a total ban would not elimnate the hundred nillion mnes already in
pl ace. They would remain until they expl oded or were painstakingly and

expensi vely renmoved. Mst mines lay on | and where war had been fol | oned by
poverty and famne, on land that relief operations had to cross in order to
provi de basic welfare services to survivors. The International Federation

pl ayed a key role in providing such services.

93. Al t hough | andm nes constituted the nost urgent issue, the Internationa
Federation was also, like the International Conmittee of the Red O oss, deeply
concerned about the rapidly escalating trade in and use of all forns of small
arns and did not wish the list of easily avail abl e weapons to be extended.

94. The Conference would have it in its power to ban the use of | andm nes
and to ensure that |aser weapons were never used. Mny States, interstate
organi zati ons and NG were already commtted to such a course. It would be
the choice of those taking part in the Conference either to act in the spirit
of humanity, or by conprom sing, to condemn thousands of innocent civilians to
pai n and m sery.

The neeting rose at 1.10 p.m
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This record is subject to correction.

Corrections should be submtted in one of the working | anguages. They
shoul d be set forth in a nmenmorandum and al so incorporated in a copy of the
record. They shoul d be sent within one week of the date of distribution of
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Vienna International Centre.

Any corrections to the records of this meeting and of other neetings of
the Conference will be consolidated in a single corrigendum to be issued
shortly after the end of the Conference.
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The neeting was called to order at 3.35 p.m

GENERAL EXCHANGE OF VI EWS (continued)

30. M. TOTH (Hungary) said that Hungary shared the concern at the enornous
gl obal probl em caused by the irresponsible and indiscrimnate use of
anti-personnel landmnes. It had itself ceased to manufacture or export such
m nes over 20 years earlier. It advocated urgent international efforts to
address the issue and was willing, within the limts of its capacity, to
contribute actively to those efforts. At the International Meeting on Mne

A earance, held at Geneva in July, his Covernment had outlined proposals for
participating in the United Nati ons m ne-cl earance programre. It also fully
supported the anti-personnel |andm ne control programre |aunched jointly by
the United Kingdomand the United States of Arerica, and in June had hosted
the first nmeeting of participating States. |t hoped that the programe woul d
be a useful tool in strengthening the Convention by regul ating the production,
stockpiling and transfer of anti-personnel m nes.

31. Hungary noted with regret the sl ow pace of ratification of the
Convention, which seriously hanpered its effectiveness. It hoped that the
recent increase in the nunber of ratifications would continue and that the

br oadeni ng of the Convention to cover new aspects of the m nes probl emwoul d
bring about a fundanental change in the attitude of many States that were not
yet parties.

32. In the light of the experience of recent decades, Hungary attached
special inportance to extending the scope of Protocol Il to conflicts of a
non-i nt ernational character

33. H s del egation supported the proposals ainmed at prohibiting or further
restricting the use of certain categories of anti-personnel |andm nes which
represented the nost danger to civilians. It especially wel comed those
amendnents that successfully conbi ned hurmanitarian and | egiti mate defence
requi rements. The proposed ban on the transfer of any weapon whose use was
prohibited in all circunstances was a | ogical step

34. In the light of the current trend towards expanding the role of regional
arrangenents under Chapter VIII of the Charter of the United Nations, his

del egation strongly supported the extension of the scope of article 8 of
Protocol 11.

35. Verification and conpliance measures were designed to deter potenti al
violators and to nmake evasion of the provisions of Protocol Il nmore difficult.
They shoul d al so hel p stignatize those who were in breach of their

comm tnents. For such purposes, Hungary advocated the creation of an
appropriate institutional franework capable of providing credible information
on inplenentation.
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36. Wth regard to the proposal for a new protocol ained at bringing the
obligations under the rules of warfare into line with progress in mlitary
technol ogy over recent decades, Hungary wel comed the energi ng consensus on the
prohi bition of |aser weapons specifically designed to cause blindness, and
supported the adoption of a newinternational instrunent to that end

37. M. NASSERI (Cbserver for Islamc Republic of Iran) said that Iran had
been one of the few non-European countries involved in drawi ng up the

St. Petersburg Declaration of 1868. Since then, the principle that the use of
excessively injurious weapons with indiscrimnate effects was prohibited had
won general acceptance. Every nonth, however, |andm nes killed 800 people and
mai med nore than a thousand. The Convention had thus been effective only to a
limted extent, and the Conference should identify the reasons and devi se

nmet hods to remedy the situation. One factor might be the lack of a
verification nechanism But the nain point was that the countries nost
affected by | andm nes had not acceded to the Convention: only three countries
had done so in Africa, eight in Asia and five in Latin Arerica and the

Cari bbean. That pointed to the need to create incentives for accession by al
countries.

38. United Nations activities with regard to m ne cl earance were wel cone

t hough inadequate to deal with a situation where mnes were being |aid many
tinmes faster than they could be cleared. M ne clearance was expensive and

pl aced a trenmendous burden on devel opi ng countries. It was hanpered by the
use of outdated nmethods and by the absence of research into nore advanced
technol ogies and failure to transfer themto the devel opi ng countries

Devel oped countries shoul d have an obligation to provide the countries in need
with expertise and financial resources. The Organization itself should be
nore invol ved in managenent, |ong-term planning and the coordination of
research. It should be enpowered to ensure that no restrictions were applied
by any State on access to technol ogy. Export control regines, if found to be
necessary, should be discussed in a transparent nmanner. The United Nations
shoul d be provided with the necessary financial resources to performits task.

39. Since mines, unlike weapons of mass destruction, did not constitute a
direct threat to the security of other States, the Conference should not fee
conpel l ed to el aborate conplex and intrusive verification mechani sns, such as
those provided for in the conventions on chem cal and biol ogi cal weapons. To
do so might discourage countries fromacceding to the Convention. It would,
however, be reasonable to contenplate a mechanismfor clarification and
consul tation through the Depositary.

40. The best guarantee for inplenentation of the Convention would be the
coomtnent of States to protect their own civilians against injury and death
caused by mines. The Conference shoul d recomrend the narki ng, fencing and
guarding of mnefields. It should call for a ban on the use of undetectable
mnes and provide that future mnes should be self-destructing and

sel f-neutralizing, thus reducing the financial and human costs of clearance.
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41. He supported the proposal for the adoption of a fourth protocol to ban
bl'i ndi ng | aser weapons. He was also in favour of a nechanismfor the
provision of periodical reports to the United Nations on national neasures for
i npl enentation of the Conventi on.

42. Wiile total elimnation of mnes backed by a conprehensive verification
mechanismwas the ideal, it did not seemto be realistic at the current stage
The prime objective for the present should be to try to achieve universality,
whi ch woul d requi re uni npeded access to material, equi prent and technol ogy and
a pragnatic approach to extending the provisions of the Conventi on.

43. M. KHALIL (Tunisia) said that the Conference shoul d take advant age of
the new i npetus given to the di sarmanent process by the endi ng of East-Wst
confrontation. The Conference illustrated the inportance of di sarmanment and
arns control as a neans of pronoting scrupul ous respect for internationa
humani tarian | aw and thus furthering the cause of international peace and
security. It was being held shortly after the indefinite extension of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons and before the expected
adoption of a conplete ban on nucl ear weapon tests, a fundanmental step towards
general and conpl ete disarmanent, particularly with regard to weapons of mass
destruction

44, Tuni sia's accession to the Conventi on was based on its history, its
geopolitical position and its continuous efforts to pronote peace and
stability throughout the world. It therefore wel coned the convening of the

Revi ew Conference as an opportunity to bring the provisions of the Convention
up to date, striking a balance between mlitary needs and hurmanitarian
i nperatives, and to secure w der accession to it.

45, He comrended the Goup of CGovernnental Experts for its work on the scope
of the Convention, the detectability of all anti-personnel mnes and the need
to incorporate a self-destructing nechanismin anti-personnel nmines. A though
the internati onal conmmunity had becone nore aware of the humanitarian crisis
caused by | andm nes, however, the problemwas far frombeing solved. It was
necessary to prevent further proliferation of such weapons, ban their

i ndi scrimnate use and nmake adequate provision for clearance. Mnes were a
nmaj or obstacle to the return of refugees and the resunpti on of productive
social activity in the areas affected. Financial and technical assistance
shoul d therefore be provided for the establishment of global programres for
dem ning and the treatment and rehabilitation of victins. The recent
Internati onal Meeting on Mne O earance had highlighted urgent needs in that
area

46. The Conference shoul d take steps to prohibit the using of blinding |aser
weapons.

47. The present neeting represented an inportant stage in achieving the
ultinmate objective of the conplete elimnation of anti-personnel |andm nes.
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Provi si on shoul d be nade for frequent and regular reviews of the Convention in
order to ensure its relevance and credibility in the light of future
devel opnent s.

48. I n concl usi on, he thanked t he non-governmental organizations,
particularly the International Conmttee of the Red Gross, the Internationa
Federati on of Red Gross and Red Orescent Societies and UNHCR for their efforts
to aid victins.

49. Ms. HASSAN (Pakistan) said it was unfortunate that 12 years after the
Convention's entry into force it had been acceded to by so few States. That

was the principal deficiency which prevented its rules frombeing observed on
a universal basis and every effort should be made to encourage nore

accessi ons.

50. The centrepi ece of the Convention was Protocol Il, the focus of
international efforts to restrict the use of |andm nes. Their w despread and
indi scrimnate use, especially in the past 15 years, had created a serious
humani tari an problem Such weapons had caused havoc in Pakistan's nei ghbour
Af ghani stan, where mllions of mnes had been planted indiscrimnately and

where thousands of civilians had been and were still being mai ned by them
Vast areas of Afghani stan had been rendered uni nhabitable, and nore than a
mllion Afghan refugees were still stranded in Pakistan, unable to return

home. Sinilar problens existed in many other parts of the world, and the
imedi ate priority was for an effective international dem ning programme. The
International Meeting on Mne O earance, held at Geneva in July 1995, had,
however, fallen short of expectations in terns of raising funds for

Uni ted Nations dem ning programmes; greater efforts were needed. Pakistan had
participated in dem ning operations in many parts of the world, including
Kuwei t, and woul d continue to make its extensive expertise in that field

avail able to others.

51. In addition to undertaking cl earance operations, it was necessary to
prevent the dissemnation of |andmnes to areas where they mght be used in
utter 